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H. Robert Nelson to be postmaster at Wilkeson, Wash,, in
place of H. R. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired April
10, 1930.

WEST VIRGINIA

Henry N. Murphy to be postmaster at Anawalt, W. Va., in
place of H. N. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired March
30, 1930.

Hattie Brown to be postmaster at Bramwell, W. Va., in place
of Hattie Brown. Incumbent's commission expired March 16,
1930.

Harper B. Kinzer to be postmaster at Bthel, W. Va., in place
of L. E. Winston, resigned.

Mary E. Hill to be postmaster at Mabscott, W. Va., in place
of J. P. Peck. Incumbent's commission expired December 17,
1929,

Raymond Walls to be postmaster at Man, W. Va,, in place of
J. M. Stratton, removed. :

Easter Y. Shafer to be postmaster at Rupert, W. Va.
became presidential July 1, 1929,

Jesse H. Miller to be postmaster at Switchback, W. Va, in
place of J. C. Turley, resigned.

WISCONSIN

Victor F. Platta to be postmaster at Hatley, Wis,, in place of
V. F. Platta. Incumbent’s commission expired December 21,
1929.

Frank E. Munroe to be postmaster at Ladysmith, Wis,, in
place of F. E. Munroe. Incumbent's commission expired March
10, 1930.

Carl C. Corbett to be postmaster at Plymouth, Wis., in place
of A, W. Wiggin, removed.

John H., Zahrte to be postmaster at Sparta, Wis,, in place of
J. H. Zahrte, Incumbent’'s commigsion expired April 5, 1930.

WYOMING

Charles A. Ackenhausen to be postmaster at Worland, Wyo.,
in place of C. A. Ackenhausen. Incumbent’s commission expires
April 13, 1930.

Office

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Frivay, April 11, 1930

The House was called to order at 12 o'clock noon by the
Speaker pro tempore [Mr. TiLsox].

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Infinitely Holy Father, we ask Thee to maintain Thy covenant
with us, that by Thy gentleness and sweet attractions we may
be drawn more and more to Thee. Thou art not only a God
of wisdom and a God of might, for we discern Thee in the
wonders of our deepest loves, in the beauty and glory of Thy
all-abounding mercy and goodness. Over against every yearn-
ing, over against every temptation, over against every fear, over
against every affliction is Thy beloved Son, meeting every want
and supplying every need. May the memory of Him who took
little children in His arms and put His holy hands upon their
heads and blest them, direct and encourage us until the latest
year of our earthly lives, Do Thou inspire our faith in the
glorified cross of the Saviour of the world. Amen..

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, a
bill of the House of the following title:

H. R.10865. An act to authorize Brig. Gen, William 8. Thayer,
Auxiliary Officers’ Reserve Corps, and Brig. Gen. William H.
Welch, Auxiliary Officers’ Reserve Corps, to accept the awards
of the French Legion of Honor.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with
amendments in which the concurrence of the House is requested,
bills of the House of the following titles:

H. . 6564. An act making appropriations for the Department
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for
other purposes; and

H. 1. 8531. An act making appropriations for the Treasury
and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1931, and for other purposes.

ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY NEXT

Mr, MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on
Monday next.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Michigan
asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it
adjourn to meet on Monday next. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
Wednesday the 16th, which would be the Calendar Wednesday
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, be exchanged to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, by agree-
ment with that committee, which would have the 23d, and that
the latter committee, the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries, have the 16th, and that the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors have the 234d.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
asks unanimous consent that the Committees on Rivers and
Harbors and the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, by agreement
between themselves, may exchange the next two Calendar
Wednesday days so that the Merchant Marine and Fisheries
Committee may have Wednesday the 16th and the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors the 23d. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would be glad if some one from the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries would give us information as to
what will be brought up on that Wednesday, particularly with
reference to the construction program bill which was passed
in the last Congress and vetoed by the President. Is that bill
to be brought up on that Wednesday?

Mr. LEHLBACH. What is that bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. The fish cultural station bill.

Mr. LEHLBACH. No; that will not be brought up. It is
purposed to bring up a bill amending in certain administrative
particulars the radio act and possibly a bill permitting the Gov-
ernment to dispose of certain property in the form of piers to
which it now holds title.

Mr. CRAMTON. My only interest was in the bill I men-
tioned. )

Mr. LEHLBACH. I might say further that this interchange
does not in any way inconvenience the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries, but will materially assist in the
orderly presentation of the business of the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Without seeking to bind the committee,
does the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries
intend to bring up any bill amending or changing the merchant
marine act of 1928 and amendments thereof?

Mr. LEHLBACH. No; only in so far as the disposal of
certain terminals is concerned. 3

Mr. LAGUARDIA. . But not ships?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Not ships.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeect,
I would like to ask the gentleman from New York the object of
transferring from the 16th to the 23d7

Mr, DEMPSEY. While we have the consideration of the
bill practically completed, it would be almost impossible, if not
quite impossible, to be ready for next Wednesday, but we will
be ready for the succeeding Wednesday.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman and myself have had a num-
ber of conversations about the passage of a rivers and harbors
bill. I have been told for the last two months that within a
week this bill would be ready; that within a week it certainly
would be ready; it would be ready not later than the 15th, and
the other day I queried the gentleman from New York, and he
said it would be reported not later than next Monday. What
is the reason for the delay? Is it for the purpose of defeating
this legislation?

Mr. DEMPSEY. No. The reason is just this: There has
been no rivers and harbors bill for three years. We have been
obliged to consider something over 100 projects, many of them
involving highly controversial questions which required a very
great deal of time, both in the committee and by the chairman
personally outside of the committee. I will say to the gentle-
man from Texas that the chairman of the committee has been
working literally pretty nearly night and day and Sundays.

Mr. GARNER. I take it, the chairman has been working out-
side of the committee room?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Let me tell the gentleman. There are in

this bill some items that required very prolonged and very deli-
cate handling in order to insure our having a rivers and har-
bors bill, and instead of the delay threatening the passage of
the bill, the delay, I believe, will insure practically, if not
entirely, complete harmony in the consideration of the bill
before the House. I can not see myself where we are going to
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have any real contest or real objection to the bill. I think that
the gentlemen who believed they had highly controversial ques-
tions have been entirely satisfied, and I think that is going to
be true of every important question in the bill.

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman will yield further, the Presi-
dent of the United States urged waterways as one of the prin-
cipal things he wanted to have accomplished by this Congress.
He not only urged it in his message but in his speeches
prior to the election and after the election. Now we are reach-
ing the latter part of the sessiom, and the gentleman’s committee
has not yet been able to report a bill. There are rumors to the
effect that when this bill is reperted it will pass the House of
Representatives. As the gentleman knows, he could have
brought the bill up two months ago if he had wanted to do so.
1 understand that when the bill goes to the other end of the
Capitol that certain Senators, on account of possible legislation
in the bill, will undertake to defeat it, if necessary, by filibus-
tering. What does the gentleman know about that?

Mr. DEMPSEY. 1 was advised of the rumor which the gen-
tleman mentioned and I was also told yesterday in what I
regard as a perfectly dependable and wholly reliable way that
all of that rumor of filibuster had disappeared.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman has been conferring with the
President of the United States?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. And the President of the United States, if
I understand it, desires a rivers and harbors bill passed at this
sesgion?

Mr. DEMPSEY. He is very earnest for it.

Mr. GARNER. Is that correct?

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is correct.

Mr. GARNER. And the gentleman is going to bring the bill
in on the 2347

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. For the purpose of passing it?

Mr. DEMPSEY. We expect to pass it; yes.

Mr. GARNER. And there will be no question about it next
Wednesday week.

Mr. DEMPSEY. None at all

Mr. GARNER. I queried the gentleman about the matter
last week and he assured me that he would have it ready on
Monday and the bill would be considered on Wednesday, and in
view of the several conversations we have had I would like to
have it just as specific as the English language can possibly
make it that we will consider it on the 23d.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Let me say in answer to the gentleman
that the committee has been most diligent. It has not been
through any lack of work, through any lack of effort, or through
any lack of desire; it has simply been because we have met with
obstacles, and the chairman has met with obstacles outside of
the committee room, and it was necessary in the interest of the
speedy and the practically unanimous passage of the bill to
dispose of that.

I will also say to the gentleman I believe every one of them
of any consequence has been adjusted, and I do not think there
will be anything to what the gentleman has heard by way of
rumor with respect to action in the other body. I think the bill
will pass there just as readily and by just as big a vote as it
will here,

Mr. GARNER. 1 hope that statement is correct.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
let me ask the gentleman this question: If this unanimous-
consent request is granted by the House to-day, is there any
way by which any question could arise whereby we would be
prevented from presenting this bill to the House on the 23d?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I do not know of any.

Mr., CRAMTON. Of course, the question of consideration
can always be raised. Yon would be in the same position then
as you would be on the 16th.

Mr. STAFFORD. And also, I may say, Mr. Speaker, there
could be raised the question of whether it is privileged under
the rules to be considered on Calendar Wednesday.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I could not hear the gentleman from New York [Mr. DEMpsEY ]
when he was under the grueling cross-examination by the
gentleman from Texas. Just what is it that has delayed the
presenting of this epoch making bill that the gentleman is going
to bring in?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Well, two things. The situation is some-
what the same as the one with respect to the committee of
the gentleman from Texas, the Ways and Means Committee.
They had the tariff bill and they had about six months before
we convened to consider it. When we came back here, we had
not had a rivers and harbors bill for three years, when ordi-
narily we have one each year. We ought to have one each
year, but owing to peculiar circumstances we had not had one
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for three years. The result was the accumulation of an enor-
mous number of projects, many of them long projects. For
instance, we had one report of between 800 and 900 printed
pages. We had many reports of great length, and in order to
deal fairly with the projects and at the same time be assured
that the interests of the Government were protected it was nee-
essary to carefully consider these projects.

Mr., LAGUARDIA. I understand that, but may I ask the
gentleman, without intending to be offensive and in all kindli-
ness, is there any trading going on just now?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Trading is not possible. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 6564) making ap-
propriations for the Department of the Interior for the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1931, and for other purposes, with Senate
amendments, disagree to the Senate amendments, ask for a con-
ference, and appoint conferees; and in presenting this request,
I may say I have discussed the matter with the ranking minority
member of the subcommittee, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
Tayror], and this request is agreeable to him.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the
bill H. R. 6564, the Interior Department appropriation bill,
with Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate amendments,
and request a conference with the Senate. The Clerk will re-
port the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and announces the following conferees:
Messrs. CramToN, MureHY, and Tayror of Colorado.

MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legis-
lation be authorized some time next week to hold an evening ses-
sion of the committee to take testimony concerning certain med-
ical subjects.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, what is the purpose of the
request?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Simply to have a hearing.

Mr. CRAMTON. Does the gentleman mean while the House
is in session?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, may I inquire of the Chair whether this request is neces-
sary unless the House should happen to be in session that
evening, which is not likely to occur?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It does not seem to the Chair
necessary unless the House should be in session.

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman is seeking our approval,
he can be assured of that.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. The House might be in
gession at that time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the re-
gquest of the gentleman from South Dakota?

There was no cbjection.

PROBABLE COST OF THE DEBENTURE SBYSTEM

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to print in the Recorp a letter and tables prepared by
the Tariff Commission giving an estimate of the probable
cost of the debenture system as outlined in identie bills pre-
sented by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Kercmam] and
myself, prepared in cooperation with the master of the
National Grange.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp
in the manner indicated by him. Is there objection?

Mr. RAMSEYER. Reserving the right to object, a table was
placed in the Recorp showing the benefit to different agricultural
commodities and also burdens on the Treasury on March 13
last by myself. Are the tables the gentleman wants to insert
the same that were inserted by me?

Mr, JONES of Texas. They are not the same tables, but are
prepared on the same basis, The gentleman’s proposal covered
all commodities that could be possibly classed as agricultural,
and did not apply to any bill ever presented in either body.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Oh, yes; there was such a bill in the
Senate, .

Mr, JONES of Texas. No; the bill pending in the Senate,
the Norris amendment leaves it optional and discretionary with
the Farm Board to place a debenture on any agricultural com-
modities,
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Mr. RAMSEYER. The Norris amendment is in the tariff
bill. I had reference to another bill in the Senate which would
make it mandatory on all agricultural products.

Mr. JONES of Texas. The Senate never took any favorable
action on that bill, and it was introduced by an individual
Senator.

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is true, and there was also a bill
introduced by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KercHAM],
which differed from the Norris plan.

Mr. JONES of Texas. It differs in this, that it uses practi-
cally the same basis but sets out specific schedules. The gen-
tleman understands that in the ordinary classification under our
tariff system a great many commodities are classified as agri-
cultural that are not strictly in that class, and ought not to be
s0 classed in any plan to relieve agriculture. This table sets out
specific articles as natural agricultural commodities. The bills
prepiared by Mr. KercaHaMm and myself also give aunthority to
inelude other farm commodities in the event of an emergency,
which might increase the cost somewhat. But this table in-
cludes all of the mandatory schedules.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I have no objection; but I shall examine
with interest the tables the gentleman inserts.

Mr. JONES of Texas. I think the gentleman may do so with
profit ; at least, I hope he finds them informative.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to
extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include a letter and tables
prepared by the Tariff Commission giving an estimate of the
probable cost of the debenture system.

The matter is as follows:

UXITED STATES TARIFF COMMISSION,
Washington, April 9, 1930,
Hon. MARVIN JONES,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My DEAR MR. JONES : In accordance with your verbal request of April
4 to Mr. Lewis, we are sending the inclosed tabulations of estimates
of debentures payable under H. R. 2667.

The tables are identical with those sent you April 4, except that
the calculations are made on the basis of exports dyring the calendar
year 1929 rather than on the basis of the 5-year average annual
exports during the period 1925-1920.

You will note that the grand total of the estimated debentures pay-
able under the bill as calculated on the basis of exports during 1929
amounts to $137,000,000, as eompared with $141,000,000 on the basis
of exports during the 5-year period 1925-1929.

Sincerely yours,

E. B. Brossarp, Chairman,

A.—Debentures payable under section 7 (a), H. R. 12898, calculated on the basis of exports during the calendar year 1929

Para-|
Commaodity Unit |graph Debenture rate || ooty Notes
0.
Hogs. . ! 27,017 $16,886 | On assumption of average weight of 250
pounds per head.
Pork:
Wredhl i e st g 1 18, 539, 070 50, 772
Wiltshire sides, shoulder sides, and hams 1 5,039, 50, 300
Hams and shoulders, cured. ... eomooooooo 1 125, 796, 826 1, 257, 968
Bacon_.__. .. 1 138, 423, 370 384, 34
Lumberlaud sides | 5, R58, 054 58, 581
Pickl 1 44,787, 116 447,871
C o 1 10, 239, 914 102, 399
Bausage, not canned ; 3,724,042 a7, 240
Ba canned . 1 1 2, 138, 100 21,301
"o 1 847, 867, 018 4,239, 340
Cattle:
B bulls. 2 2,196 13,176 | Assuming 800 pounds per head.
Breeding cows — 2 1,376 16, 512 | Assuming 1,200 pounds per head.
Other cattle_ . i -.do. ] 3,937 14, 764 Amumlnsmpoundspuhnd_
Beef and veal, fre: Z Poun = 2 | 134 cents per poun 2,917,859 43, 768
e e L s ST VNI Bushel____ 3 | 716 cents per hushel of 56 33, 745, 20 2, 530, 895
Corn meal........ Barrel ... 3 | 15 cents per 100 pounds....... 267, 121 78, 534 | Assuming 196 pounds per barrel.
Hominy and eorn grits_ . - <cooioommmaam ool o 3l do. 14, 383, 857 21, 576
Corn starch and corn four. .o oo =0 1 S, [ e SN 041, 590 352, 562
B do. 4 eeutperpound ........... 315, 441 412 1, 577,207
Rice ﬂuur, meal, and broken rice____ -.do 4 cent per pound . ___._____ ?o ﬁm, 176, 484
Whea Bushel 5|21 enntgs.par bushe! of 60 90, 120, 600 18, 827, 216
poun:
Wheat flour.. . Barrel..... 5 | 52 cents per 100 pounds......, 13, 663, 457 13, 925, 795 Do.
Tum al items other than ecotton and 45, 345, 561
Cotton, nnmanuiael.md_ 6 | 2 cents per pound. .. —--ao... 481, 509, 485 69, 630, 190
Leaf tobaceo ) S oS st 555,415,451 | 11, 108, 309
Grand total............ ! 124, 084, 060

B.— Debentures papable under section 7 (c) (1), H. R. 12883, caleulaled on the basis of exports during the calendar year 1029, af debenture rates equal to one-half the duties in H, R, 2687
3 as passed by the House

Par. No.,| m i classification of commodit Quantity or
¥ Deben
Commodity Unit Hb"mm one-halfl the duty on which is Tariff rate value of ture
used as the debenture rate. exports, cost
2667 1929
Wheat:
Biscuiu and crackers—
........ = 733 | Biscuits, et o ocooeeeooiaaaao-..-| 30 per cent ad valorem $1,114,887 | $167,233
aeie Pound 12 7 [ Miscaroni; 6., 605t Fcents per poun: B Ci0iTia e | o7, o8
R e e i bt il i il ] | ORI 25 y g 0o em_ cents per pound.______ !
Breakiast foods— !
Headytoeat_.. 732 | Cereal breakfast foods_ . ........._. 20 per cent ad valorem._.__. $181, 511 18, 151
- To be cooked T2 1 do do. §140, 740 14,074
orn:
Breakfast foods ready toeat_ | ... 82 . do. =40 $525, 341 52, 534
O ] e L e e e e rmes L L) It 5 | Oils, n.s. p. {_ ---do. $12, 320 4,233
Glucose (corn sirup).. . Pound....._ 503 | Dextrose 2ecentsperpound. __________ 118, 523, 088 | 1, 185, 231
. h?rapem (eorn sugar) - _ do. 6083 |....- do. [ - FEREEE , 238, 72, 390
wine:
cwl.ardl compounds containing animal fats do. 703 Lmit u?;npounds and lard sub- | 5 cents per pound.._........ 3,632,219 00, 805
e y
Beef and veal, pickled or cured...... o 706 | Meats, preserved - --------—- {5 W,g"“"" oitt mot I 10,038 80 |} 1 394,740
3 2, 608, 162
Beef, do. 708 7 [ O S S R TR B e o 5045, 452 |f 0546
Oleo oil do. 701 | Oleo oil 1 cent per pound.... 68, 208, 850 341, 044
Oleo stock. . do. 701 | Tallow -| 34 cent per pound. 8, 005, 202 20, 238
Tallow . _ .do Z 701 & : PR, e R 3, 840, 020 9, 600
Oleo and lard stearin .. ...._...__.__.__.. ----do. 0L b Olearnll s n e T e 1 cent per pound ____ 3, 930, 682 19, 653
Oleomargarine of animal and vagetnble IS S DU S do_____._ 7 QOleomargarine._ . _ ... ___.____ -| 14 cents per pound .. 901, 625 63, 114
Meat extracts and bouillon cubes ----do. 705 | Extract of meat, including fluid__.| 15 cents per pound . _________ 185, 116 13, 884
Gelatin. do 42 Edible gelatin, valued at 40 cents | 20 per cent and 7 cents per 260, 620 ] 26, 303
""""""" s or more per pound. pound. $168, 606
Total = =R A 2, 762, 620

1 Ad valorem rate used.




CONGRESSIONAL

C.— Debentures payable under section 7 (¢) (%), H. R. 12893, calculated on the basis of equivalent exports of raw cotlon or leaf fobacco at the raw cotfon or leaf fobaceo debenture rates
i ] | Dty
i value x| o
Commodity Unit Debenture rate | Conversion factor exports, of TR R
1929 materials
(1) COTTON PRODUCTS
Cotton mill waste. .. Pound 2cents per pound.| 1.1 o oeoooeiaaas 50, 120, 550 | 65,042, 515 | $1, 300, 850
Cotton rags, except o n o et LGS L SLO AN S il S k! ok md 2t LA do. y 5 L LA W 21, 005, 634 | 24, 802, 348 407, 857
Eoim batting, carded cotton, and FOVINE - .-~ oo oooooomeemmme] oo do do. 1.05__ 446, 301 468, 616 9,372
otton ym'n
not combed do ---do. 1.18._. 13, 919, 250 | 16,424, T15 328, 404
(,‘clu:lbm:ly.&m'Bl Wt do. j 1] ¢ e el 13, 571, 962 | 19, 407, 906 388, 158
Cotton thread and cordage:

i e e :do. ~elomu-tl0. 143 .. 1,063,882 | 1,507, 051 30, 141
Crochat, darning, sncl embroidery cotton_ .- oo - TP W ol [ o S L A e R s 82, 825 118, 440 2, 369
Twine and cordage_ . __.._._. el | MRS e do. | Bh | e e e 4,588,060 | 5,413,921 108, 278

Cotton cloth, duck, and tire fabrie:
Tire fabric—

Cord- e o At ey G R M ST e e R e 2 e S e el e Square yard.......|_... do s % ot B 4,000,083 | 6,212 454 124, 249

71 e R e oY Sl e S S S N S e N A 1 R [ [\ e do. 1.36.. , 355,239 | 1,604,040 33, 881
Cotton duck—

Heavy fliter paper, dryer hose, and belting duck. do.. .do__ 2.36... 688,618 | 1,625, 139 32, 503

Unbleached, ounce and number. - o oo = d 5 12, 147, 968 242, 850

hed - 2, 708, 232 G54, 125
Colored. .- - S R e L A 2, 174,679 43, 494
Cotton cloth, unbleached 47, 127, 841 942, 557
Cotton cloth, bleached . ... 22, 604, 385 452, 087
Caotton cloth, colored. ... 62, 218, 396 1, 244,327
All other plece-dyed fabries. . 9, 441, 527 188, 831
All other yarn-dyed fabrics. _ 4, 357, 570 87,151
Cotton and rayon mixtures (chief value cotton)... 4, 128, 603 82,574
Ot.ber cotton fabrics:
Innksis ........... 3 1, 961, 445 39, 229
'D --| Byg . 780, 248, 627 5,773
Pile fabrics, glnshes. velveteen, corduroys. ... ___________|.____ [+ TSR A R T O do. 0.74. e 404, 061 365, 605 7,312
Tapestry and other upholstery 00ds. . oo v ool do -do_ 1.00 3.4 293, 125 293, , 862
Cotton fabries sold by the pound in Pound=< = B | Gis A S IE B ST AR e e 10, 129, 620 | 11, B51, 655 237,083
Col.tigglwearins apparel:

L

Gloves. Dozen pairs. _do A b B | LR SR 125, 563 150, 676 3,014

Hosiery. _.do. do 163~ 3,777, 6, 148, 867 122,077

e e e e Dozen... --.do 2 fl SRt 610,616 | 7,327,302 146, 548

Sweaters, shawis and other knit outerwear.___.__.________| Number._ do. 1.50._. ) 757,368 15, 147
Other weaﬂng uppaml

Collars and cuffs Dozen do.

Cotton overalls, bmcbes and pants P GRS do.

Underwear, not knit. e do -do

Shirts. .. do .do. 8 | 238,

D i S et e M 1 I S

er cotton c SR 0 und .
Other cotton manutactures— s s S S
Handkerchiefs. Dozen_ .______. do 75 per eant men’s, 213, 752 76, 433 1, 528
0.14; 25 por cent
women’s, 0.125.

Laces, embroideries, and lsoe windoweurtaing. ... .ol .do 1,438

Woven belting for hi Pound do 10, 000

8"?1“’ > terpanes, and bedspread o B = i 7

uilts, comforts, coun nes 8. o] Number__. do. "
Hed sheets, g llow, bo]ster. and mattress cases Dozen -do 13, 249
Towel.s, bat d wash cloths .do. do 73, 566

Other cotton msnuia.cturas : do
Absorbent cotton, gauze, and surgical dressing___________________| Pound. do 81, 128
O sk P o e e e e e S s e e e e e e S 7,176,823
{2) TOBACCO PRODUCTS

Btems, trimming, and scrap t Poond. .........] 2cents perponnd.| 1.0 ... 10, 549, 278 | 10, 549, 278 210, 936
Cigarettes. ... [ e Al el Pl e RN 2.315 pounds per 8,455, 851 | 24,009,175 481, 934
Chewing tobm. plug, and other do do... 0.7590.. 3,885,754 | 2,049,287 58, 084
Smoking t [ do__. 0.759. _ 1, 120, 235 850, 258 17, 005
Other tob factures do... dosio oo St i B IRCER oS 197, 734 150, 080 3,002
Total, tob I o o L i FE T e e e e I e e e e e e A T 771,963

| Statistics not available for conversion factor.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUBE

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that on Monday next, after the disposition of matters on the
Speaker’s table and special orders already granted, the gentle-
man from New York, Mr. CuLKIN, may address the House for
30 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
asks unanimous consent that on Monday next, after the dispo-
sition of matters on the Speaker's table and at the conclusion
of special orders, the gentleman from New York, Mr. CULKIR,
may address the House for 30 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EMERGENCY OFFICERS RETIREMENT BILL

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for one minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, for some five years the House
of Representatives had before it what is knownp as the emer-
gency officers’ retirement bill, It passed two years ago and
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was vetoed by the President and passed over the President's
veto.

I have no apologies to make for having opposed that bill.
Yesterday there was placed in the CoONGRESSIONAL
list of those who are the beneficiaries of it. I call it to tha
attention of the House because it will be extremely interesting
reading to those enlisted men in your district who have asked
for compensation and been denied to find out how generously
you have taken care of the emergency officers during the World
War. I call it to your attention because it will give you an
opportunity for thought and prayerful study. [Applause.]

FRER HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON RIVER AT TROY, N. Y.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table the bill (8. 2719) granting the consent
of Congress to the superintendent of public works of the State
of New York to construct, maintain, and operate a free high-
way bridge across the Hudson River at the southerly extremity
of the city of Troy, now on the House Calendar. It is an
emergency bridge bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New York?
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Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, I understand
from the gentleman that this is an emergency matter?

Mr. PARKER. "It is.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to
the superintendent of public works of the State of New York to con-
sgtruct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge and approaches
thereto ncross the Hudson River, at a point suitable to the interests of
navigation, at or near the southerly extremity of the city of Troy, in
accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “ An act to regulate
the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23,
19086,

Bec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this aet is hereby
expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

DR. WILLIAM H. WELCH

Mr. LINTHICUM. BAr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday last, April 8, at
noon there was celebrated at the Memorial Continental Hall in
this city the eightieth birthday of Dr. William H. Welch, one
of the professors of the Johns Hopkinsg University Medical
School, who, together with Sir Willilam H. Osler, Dr. Howard
Kelly, and Doctor Halstead founded this medical school. There
was present at the gathering in Continental Hall a vast con-
courge of friends and admirers of Doctor Welch.

Dr. Livingston Farrand, president of Cornell University,
opened the ceremonies, and after making an address in which
he outlined the life and work of Doctor Welch, he introduced
Dr. Simon Flexner, of the Rockefeller Foundation. Then the
Hon. Herbert Hoover, President of the United States, addressed
the gathering, eulogizing Doctor Welch and speaking of his
friendship for him. The response was made by Doctor Welch
himself, who, in his very able and at times humorous way,
acknowledged the great tribute paid him on the part of the
speakers and by the presence of the vast audience,

At the same time that we were celebrating in Baltimore there
were also celebrations in New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, and
other cities of our country, as well as Peiping, China; Tokyo,
Japan; London; and Paris. There has, perhaps, never been
a celebration of any American citizen so universally observed
as that of Doctor Welch. I have known Doctor Welch for many
years; in fact, he lives only about a block from my home in
Baltimore, He is and has been for many years president of the
University Club, of which I am a member, and through which I
come in frequent contact with this distinguished gentleman.

There are few, if any, men who combine such a universal
knowledge upon so many subjects in addition to that of his
profession as does Doctor Welch. The educational, the public
health, as well as the medical profession have all profited greatly
through the life and work of our friend. One of our strongest
impressions in the work of Doctor Welch is the great amount
of good he has accomplished in preventing disease. He has
largely changed the aspect of the medical profession sinee he
came to Baltimore and since the foundation of the Johns
Hopkins Medical School. Through the discoveries of Doctor
Welch and those of his students we have been relieved of many
diseases which harassed humanity and brought about epidemics
resulting in widespread sickness and death; his attitude has
been to prevent rather than to await contraction and then cure.

Another strong feature particularly noticeable in Doctor
Welch is his great love for humanity and his sympathy for and
with the efforts of those with whom he Is associated ; especially
do I speak of his interest in young men who are starting out
on their life work. My brother, Dr. G. Milton Linthicum, who
gave me considerable data in the preparation of this speech,
spoke of Doctor Welch as “the first citizen in the scientific
world,” and this I believe is what the medical men and those
who know him best delight in terming him.

Doctor Welch was born in Norfolk, Cenn., in 1850, the only
son of a family who had been noted for physicians for genera-
tions, his father and his grandfather also being doctors. He
graduated from Yale in the class of 1870, the second of 150 men.
For a short while he taught Latin and Greek in Norwich,
N. Y, studied chemistry at Sheffield Scientific School, and gradu-
ated in medicine at the College of Physicians and Surgeons in
New York (now Columbia University) in 1875. Following this
graduation he studied at -Strassburg, Leipzig, Vienna, Berlin,
and Breslau.

Is there objection?
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In the laboratory of Cohnheim, the great pathologist of that
time, and through the faculty of Breslau University, Doctor
Welch was brought in contact with this new science. At that
time Pasteur, working in France, and Koch, working in Ger-*
many, were delving into the world of the little creatures calied
germs which cause tuberculosis, diphtheria, scarlet fever, and
other deadly maladies. Pasteur was not a physician; Koch,
who isolated the organism of tuberculosis, was.

Doctor Welch saw Doctor Koch demonstrate the theory of the
cause and spread of anthrax, and was one of a small group of
students who shared this experience which was really the birth
of the new science which has led to the relief of so many men
and women from suffering and death. Following this stimulat-
ing experience he returned to America in 1879, Shortly after-
wards he was offered a lectureship in pathology at Columbia
University, but no laboratory being there at that time he de-
clined. A short time later he accepted an offer of the Belleyue
Hospital Medical College with its laboratory. He not only con-
ducted his classes through the day but opened night classes and
taught men who had graduated, thus really beginning post-
graduate instruction. While at Bellevue the Johns Hopkins
University was opened, and Dr. Daniel C. Gilman, the president
and my friend, was searching for men to fill the various depart-
ments in the school of medicine. A friend of Doctor Gilman was
in Europe, part of whose business was to find a man suitable to
fill the chair of pathology. In an interview with one high in
medical authority, who had worked with Doctor Welch in his
earlier life, it was suggested that Dr. William H. Welch, be-
cause of his eminent ability, be called to the chair rather than
some European.

Thus it was that Doctor Welch became one of the four origi-
nal members of the faculty of the new medical school of which
I have spoken. These four men have been immortalized in
portraiture by the artist, John Singer Sargent.

The pathological laboratory under Doctor Welch was opened
in 1885; from that time on to the present, not only has he de-
veloped through research work of various orders, the great
advancement in the study of bacteriology and pathology upon
the foundation of which have been laid measures for the pro-
tection of the health of the Nation in a practical way in the
form of sewer systems, filtration plants, control of milk supply,
vaccination for typhoid and various other preventative medical
measures, but the greatest amount of success in his life work
has been the development of men who have gone out to teach
and advance the science with which he is so intimately as-
sociated. Such men do we find in Walter Reed and James Car-
roll, who made the discovery of the cause of yellow fever and
sacrificed themselves to this work, the result of which was re-
sponsible for making possible the construction of the Panama
Canal and removing from our Southern States and South Amer-
ica the scourge of yellow fever.

Dr. S8imon Flexner, who discovered a curative serum for spinal
meningitis, now the head of the Rockefeller Institute, was a
pupil of Doctor Welch for eight years, and such work as he has
done is largely attributable to the great impetus and influence
obtained through his contract with Doctor Welch.

Aside from his research work, Doctor Welch reorganized and
advanced the Maryland Board of Health of which he was a
member. He was, perhaps, the most potent influence in the
establishment of the School of Hygiene and Public Health, the
first institution of its kind in the world. It has devoted itself
to the training of men for public-health work and has been a
great influence in bringing about better health conditions through-
out the United States. As a member of the International Health
Board, he made two trips to China for the sole purpose of giv-
ing aid to China in the establishment of modern medicine, ulti-
mately leading to the organization of the Peking Union Medical
College.

Doctor Welch is best known as a teacher and a leader
rather than as a scientific discoverer. A man of broad, deep,
general culture, with a most attractive personality. While not
having occupied a seat in @ legislative body at any time, as is
customary in Buropean countries, yet he has doubtless influ-
enced more legislation in health measures than any other one
individual in the world. By his sympathetic and appealing
personality, he doubtless has influenced more wealth to the
endowment of the Johns Hopkins Medical School than anyone.

Among other things, he played a great part in the establish-
ment of the Harriett Lane Hospital for children, the Phipps
Tuberculosis Clinie, the Phipps Psychiatric Clinic, and finally
the great medical library associated with which is a chair of
medical history, the honor of which has been conferred upon
Doctor Weleh, and for which he was the great influence which
brought about its fruition, His long association with Baltimore
has made his figure and personality familiar to every citizen.
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On ocecasions of publie functions there is no greater “ drawing
card ” than Doctor Welch., His geniality and ease of contact
have made for him great friends.

He has been president of the University Club of Baltimore
for many years, and there his familiar figure may frequently
be seen browsing through its library. A great man whose life
has been spent in the scientific world, and of such broad sym-
pathies that he has kept himself in econtact with the world’s
citizens, with his feet on the ground, and thereby has influenced
for good not only the medical profession but the laymen as
well. He was engaged in the World War, where he did valiant
service, and is now a brigadier general of the reserve officers’
medical corps. He has not only been honored by the world,
but has had conferred upon him the Legion of Honor by the
French Republic.

At a dinner to Doctor Weleh, on April 2, 1910, Dr. William
8. Thayer, of Johns Hopkins, the toastmaster, said:

In the laboratory by his side in the early years \ynrked Sternberg
and Councilman and Booker and Halsted and Sewall and Bolton and
Nuttall and Mall and Abbott and Willlams and Howard and Flexner
and Hewetson and Barker and Reed and Cullen and Wright and many
others. And what suggestion and encouragement did we all receive
from the delightful talks when the * Father,” as we lovingly called
him—when we didn't call him * Popsy "—passed from desk to desk,
and from his words at the meetings of the little medical society in
the hospital library. But that inspiration was for no small group
of men, One by one these students have carrled abroad his spirit
and his teachings until there is scarcely a laboratory in this country
that does not contaln men who owe their success to that which
Welch has given them.

How rich already are the fruits of his work!

It is to you, Doctor Welch, that Councilman owes the Inspiration
that has guided his useful and eminent career,

It was your teachings that led to the able work of Mall and
indirectly to the establishment of his department of which we are so
justly proud.

It was your student, MacCallum, whose contributions to our knowl-
edge of malaria have been referred to by one of the most eminent
students in this field, as the most brilliant since the discovery of the
pérasite.

Reed, Lazear, and Carroll were all your pupils, and it was with
you and your old coworker, Sternberg, that Reed discussed and
planned the work which led to the greatest achievement of American
medicine—the discovery of the method of transmission of yellow
fever,

It is your student, assistant and colleague, Flexner, whose absence
to-night we so deeply regret, who presides over that great institution
in New York, which the world owes to the generosity of Mr, Rockefeller,
What a contrast, Doctor Welch, between that magnificent institution
and your little laboratory—Iits legitimate mother!

It is your student, Flexner, whose mnohle discovery of a curative
serum for cerebrospinal meningitis is saving so many precious lives
to-day.

It i to your wisdom and initiative more than to any other one
influence that are due any successes of the medical school started
under your guidance,

SPEECH OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

The many years that I have been honored with Doctor Welch's
friendship make it a privilege to join in this day of tribute to him by
his friends and by the great scientific societies of our country. Doctor
Welch has reached his eightieth year, and a whole Nation joins in good
wishes to him.

Doctor Weleh is our greatest statesman in the fleld of public health,
and his public service to the Nation well warrants our appreciation of
him. With profound knowledge, wide experience and skill in dealing
with men, sound judgment, and a vision of the future he has been a
great asset to the Nation, and we may fortunately hope that he will
continue for many years more to bless mankind with his invaluable
leadership.

Our age is marked by two tendencies, the democratic and the sclen-
tificc. In Doctor Welch and his work we find an expression of the best
in both tendencies. He not only represents the spirit of pure science
but constantly eees and seizes opportunities to direct its results into
gervice of humankind.

Medicine until modern times was a species of dramatie play upon
emotions rather than a science made useful through technology. It
combined centuries of experience in trial and error in reactions from
many drogs, with a maximuom of skill on the part of the practitioner in a
kindly art of making the patient feel as hopeful and comfortable as
possible while he was dying of the disease, the origin and treatment of
which was as yet undiscovered. Providence was made responsible for
his fate rather than the baclllus, which should never have been allowed
to infect hinr

Modern medical practice, however, is based upon a vast background
of scientific research and discovery. In the creation of this science, in
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the conversion of its principles into technical methods for use in actual
practice, in the diffusion of knowledge of these principles and methods,
and in the application of them upon a national and world-wide secale,
Doctor Welch has played a leading American part. As a research
worker in pure science he has made original and waluable discoveries.
As a technologist he has devised practical methods of applying pure
gcience. As a teacher he has spread true knowledge and inspiration
among thousands. But in organizing and directing research and appli-
cation of medical knowledge on a wider field of prevention of discase
he is among the preeminent few who deserve the title of statesman,

No valuable change in everyday practice of any of the great arts has
ever been made that was not preceded by the accretion of basic truths
through ardent and painstaking research. This sequence that precedes
effective action in medicine is equally important in every field of
progress in the modern world. It is not the method of stirred public
emotions, with its drama of headlines; it is rather the quiet, patient,
powerful, and sure method of nature herself.

Doctor Welch has happily combined in his character and intellect
the love of truth and the patient experimental habit of the pure scien-
tist, with the ingenuity of the inventor and the organizing vision and
energy of the promoter of sound enterprise—and combines all these
things with a worldly wisdom and gracious charm that has made him
a leader amongst men.

I know that I express the affection of our countrymen and the es-
teem of his profession in every country when I convey to him their
wishes for many years of continued happiness.

ORDER OF BUSINESS—VETERANS' LEGISLATION

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear all of the col-
logquy about the procedure next week. I understand that it is
generally agreed that we will take up the veterans' legislation
on Tuesday next under the rule reported on yesterday, and have
12 hours of general debate. If we do not finish the bill on
Tuesday, which ‘we probably will not, then it will be in order
the first thing on Thursday, will it not?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. RANKIN. And on Friday and Saturday, and so forth,
until the bill is finished?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be the unfinished busi-
ness.

Mr. RANKIN. And it will take precedence over any other
legislation?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will simply be the un-
finished business of the House, privileged to be called up.

Mr. RANKIN. Would it be subject to be superseded by the
so-called Williamson bill, which we had here yesterday?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would be for the House
to decide. There will be two unfinished bills,

INVITATION TO VISIT SHENANDOAH VALLEY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
House the following invitation for the information and con-
venience of the Members of the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

WasHINGTON, D. C., April 9, 1930,
The Hon. NICHOLAS LONGWORTH,
Bpeaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My DEArR Mgr. SPEAKER: Permit me to extend to you and the entire
membership of the House a cordial invitation to visit the Bhenandoah
Valley and make a tour through the enchanted buried city—Grand Cav-
erns. Words nor photographs can describe the beauty and mystery of
the place. In one of the great palaces the entire membership of both
Houses of Congress could convene, giving you some idea of this won-
derland. World travelers justly claim the Grand Caverns to be nature's
masterplece of art work and color in stone and really the world’'s
greatest show place.

In connection with our invitation we suggest that Bunday, May 4,
would be an ideal day to make the trip, leaving Washington on a
special train at 8 a. m., arriving at Grand Caverns at noon, where
luncheon will be served, and then the tour through the Grand Caverns,
From the entrance you get a bird's-eye view of the southern entrance
of the Shenandoah National Park along the Blue Ridge; you will also
sep the Pledmont and Shenandoah Valleys in their full spring foliage
and the great orchards in full bloom, with the Blue Ridge Mountains
wooded to the sky line with riot of colors, presenting a picture no
mortal artist could matech, :

Returning over the Blue Ridge, a stop would be made at Charlottes-
ville and side trip to Jefferson's home at Monticello and through the
grounds of Virginia’s great university, dinner, and board train for
Washington, arriving at bedtime.

No other trip would give to the Nation's public servants more than
the one outlined, and the citizens of the old mother State who are
donating 400,000 acres of land for the Shenandoah Park would be
honored to have as its guests Members of Congress. The only expense
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involved wounld be about $5 per person for rallway transportation. Tt
will be my pleasure to entertain you, and I hope you will endeavor to
make the trip.
Awaiting the deciston of your great boedy, 1 beg to remain,
Sincerely yours,
HorLLy BTOVER.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Garsez] for a few moments.

Mr. GARBER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker and genilemen of the
House, I feel I would be somewhat remiss in my duty if I did not
add one word by way of emphacis to the invitation that has been
extended to the membership of the House to make this unusual
trip on May 4. I sometimes think, Mr. Speaker, that the debt
of gratitude that the Nation owes to the Old Dominion is tem-
porarily forgotten. I take a moment to suggest that on May 4,
if you accept this gracious invitation, you will have an oppor-
tunity to visit the State that has given seven Presidents to the
Nation. [Applause.] More than that, it is not only the mother
of Presidents and the mother of statesmen, but I would remind
you that it is also the mother of States, because out of the great
Northwest Territory, ceded to the Nation by Virginia in the
colonial days, it should be remembered that there were carved
out of this wilderness empire the States of Ohio, Kentucky,
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and a large portion of
Michigan. 8o I urge that you ladies and gentlemen come back
to see, metaphorically speaking, your mother on May 4.

Our great old State institution, the University of Virginia, so
rich in history and tradition, bids you welcome.

We will show youn in your travels through the Shenandoah
Valley a scene of unsurpassed beauty. You have here your roll-
ing hillg, lying between the mountains, standing in their silent
majesty as sentinels guarding the glory of this wondrous valley.
You will have here panorama after panorama of beautiful roll-
ing hills, watered by hundreds of crystal streams as they find
their way back to the sea. You will literally see here your
cattle upon a thousand hills,

The Old Dominion will be most happy to welcome the mem-
bership of this House on May 4. I have no interest in the
parficular caverns whose management extends this invitation.
Permit me to say that in my district we have seven of these
marvelous subterranean cities hidden away in the earth. The
Master was in a very kind mood when he built the great valley
of Virginia. He eould not spread out before us enough of the
glory of His handiwork, and so went beneath the surface and
there planted these marvelous cities of idyllic beauty and charm.
You are invited to one of the greatest of these on May 4, and
I hope very much that you may find it convenient to honor the
State with your presence. [Applause.]

THE CONSENT CALENDAR

! The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under special order of the
House, the Consent Calendar is in order, and the Clerk will
begin at the point in the call where we left off last.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that instead of commencing at the star, we commence at No.
271 of the calendar. I was not here when the calendar was
called, and it was passed over without objection,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I am very friendly to the
bill the gentleman refers to, but we can not start there now,
With due deference to the gentleman from Ohio, to be fair with
all, I must object.

AGREEMENT BETWEEN COLORADO, NEW MEXICO, UTAH, AND

WYOMING

The first business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 200) granting the consent of Congress to compacts or
agreements between the States of Colorado, New Mexico, Utah,
and Wyoming with respect to the division and apportionment
of the waters of the Colorado, Green, Bear or Yampa, the
White, San Juan, and Dolores Rivers and all other streams in
which such States or any thereof are jointly interested.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ohjection?

There was no objection,

COMPACTS BETWEEN COLORADO, NEBRASKA, AND WYOMING

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H, R. 201) granting the consent of Congress to compacts or
agreements between the States of Colorado, Nebraska, and
Wyoming with respect to the division and apportionment of
the waters of the North Platte River and other streams in
which such States are jointly interested.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
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Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr., ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, in view of the interest taken
in these two bills by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TaAx-
Lor], who is on his sick bed and can not be here, I think it
would be well for his colleague [Mr. Eatox] to say just a
word in extenuation, so to speak, of the action he has taken
in reference to this bill

The first bill makes a division of the waters of the Colorado,
Green, Bear or Yampa, the White, San Juan, and Dolores
Rivers between the States of Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and
Wyoming, and the next bill relates to the division of the waters
of the North Platte River between the States of Colorado,
Nebraska, and Wyoming,

Mr. SIMMONS. The second bill affects only the States of
Colorado, Nebraska, and Wyoming.

Mr. ARENTZ. The gentleman from Nevada could not get in
a word edgewise when the first bill was being considered. The
gentleman frome Colorado asked to pass over the bill affecting
the States of Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. That
was on the first bill.

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, my request was made
on account of the illness of my colleague from Colorado [Mr.
T&s;rmn]. I think the bill should be passed over without prej-
udice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

bu’{.‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next

POLICE FORCE AND FIRE DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBEIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 5713) to fix the salaries of officers and members of the Met-
ropolitan police foree and the fire department of the District of
Columbia.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
consideration of the bill?

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think these bills affecting
questions of salaries ought not to come up by unanimous con-
sent, but in a regular way. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. The Clerk
will report the next bill.

PRIZE FIGHTING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
9182) to prevent professional prize fighting and to authorize
amateur boxing in the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes, .

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
I am not sure that the bill is properly drawn.

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I hope when it comes up again there will be here a copy of a
report of the District Commissioners on this bill and the one
to follow it. I think we ought not to be expected to act on
these Distriet bills without an expression from them,

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Mr. Speaker, I renew the request of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hocrer] that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New York?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
next bill.

CLAIMS AND BUITS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R,
9996) to amend the act entitled “An act authorizing the Com-
missioners of the Distriet of Columbia to settle claims and suits
against the District of Columbia,” approved February 11, 1929,

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present
congideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the bill is not properly before the House, in that it does not
meet the requirements of the rule in regard to requirements of
the Ramseyer rule pertaining to bills amending existing law.

Is there objection to the present

Is there objection to the present

The Clerk will report the
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Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman means that it does not [

conform to the Ramseyer rule?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point
of order inasmuch as the report does not comply with the rule.
The Clerk will report the next bill.

BOARD OF PUBLIC WELFARE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
9602) to amend the act of Congress approved March 16, 1926,
establishing a board of public welfare in and for the District
of Columbia, to determine its funections, and for other purposes.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, inasmuch as there seems to
be no one here to explain this bill, I ask unanimous consent that
it be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKKR pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
bill. .
AMENDMENT OF SECTIONS 599, 600, AND 601 OF SUBCHAPTER 3, CODE

OF LAWS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
8144) to amend sections 599, 600, and 601 of subchapter 3 of the
Code of Laws of the District of Columbia.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to pres-
ent consideration of the bill? .

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, what is the
purpose of the bill?

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker, replying fo the inquiry of the
gentleman from New York as to the purpose of this bill, I
may say that it passed at the last session of Congress and its
purpose is to make it possible for these charitable and educa-
tional corporations chartered by the District of Columbia to
provide in their by-laws that a quorum of such corporations
may consist of less than a majority of the total number of
trustees. The reason for that is that many of these charitable
and educational corporations desire to have trustees and di-
rectors chosen from all over the United States. In order to
transact business under the present law they have to have a
majority of the trustees present in order to do business.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, the practice seems to be
that they want to have window-dressing directorates, which
lend respectability, if you please, to the standing of the organi-
zation, but many of the trustees and directors decline to take
any active part in the activities of the organizations, so that
you have organizations that are really conducted by the profes-
sional paid workers. I am not referring to any particular
organization.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Does not the gentleman think it bad
business to allow trustees from different parts of the country
to transact business of organizhtions chartered in the District
of Columbia?

Mr. STOBBS. The idea is to have the by-laws provide that
a smaller number than a majority shall constitute a quorum.
For example, the church that I have the honor to be associated
with, the National Memorial Church of the Universalist denom-
ination, desires such a code of by-laws, and I have been asked
to be a member of the board of trustees. We can not do any
business or transact business as a board of trustees unless we
have a majority as a gquorum.:

Mr. GREENWOOD. If you had an active institution or an
effective board, you could transact business, could you not?

Mr. STOBES. It is not asked to change the law, but to
make it possible for a smaller number to constitute a quorum.

Mr. GREENWOOD. I think it is poor policy to allow less
than a majority of the board of directors to transact the business
of any ecorporation. *

Mr. STOBBS., It is the only way by which national memo-
rial churches, such as the Episcopal Foundation Cathedral,
can be handled.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Are they not allowed to have any
number of trustees that they want now? .

Mr. STOBBS. They can have any number of trustees, but
they ean not transact business except by a majority.

Mr. GREENWOOD, Then, it is in their control, under exist-
ing law, to provide a less number of trustees so that they can
have a majority present.

Mr. STOBBS. But as a practical matter that does not work
out. I hope the gentleman will not object. This is in behalf of
a church.

The Clerk will report the next
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, the diffi-
culty is that the instance of which the gentleman is speaking
and of which he has personal knowledge, is a really meritorious
ecase, but the bill is too bread. It will permit all societies
to do that. It may be necessary and expedient in the case of
the church mentioned by the gentleman from Massachusetts, but
it is a very bad precedent to establish by law in a general
statute, so that all societies may do the same thing.

Mr. STOBBS. May I answer that by saying that Congress
is absolutely opposed to national incorporations.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes; I have objected to every one of them.

Mr. STOBBS. Therefore the only way any body of national
character may be incorporated is to be incorporated under the
laws, of the District of Columbia. If that is done, no business
can be transacted if a majority of the board is required to con-
stitnte a quorum, where the trustees are scatiered throughout
the country. If the law remains as it is at present, and a ma-
jority of the directors or trustees is required to constitute a
quorum, it is impossible to transact business. The gentleman
knows that all the veteran organizations desire to be incorpo-
rated under a national act. That has been impossible. We are
all opposed to it. They must come to the District of Columbia
and be incorporated to give them a national character,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If they are not here, of what use are they
as directors?

Mr. STOBBS. They come here once or twice a year, but they
are interested in the general policy of veteran organizations,
It applies not only to veteran organizations but to church organi-
zations and many others that can not get any relief unless this
bill is passed.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STOBBS. 1 yield.

Mr. GREENWOOD. We are not only providing legislation for
the corporation which the gentleman has in mind, but many
others, and we are providing that they can fransact business
where less than a majority will constitute a quorum. Unless
the gentleman will agree to strike that part of the bill, I intend
to object.

Mr. STOBBS. The present law provides for what the gentle-
man has said, and 'the only thing I am trying to secure is an
amendment which will allow the by-laws fo stipulate that a less
number than a majority shall constitute a quornm.

Mr. GREENWOOD. I object to that.

2 Mr. STOBBS. I hope the gentleman will reserve his objec-
om.

Mr. GREENWOOD. I object.

UNITED STATES NAVAL DESTROYER AND MARINE BASE, SQUANTUM,
MASS.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 6142) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to lease
the United States naval destroyer and submarine base, Squan-
tum, Mass.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object,
with notice that I am going to object.

Mr. ANDREW. Mr, Speaker, this is a thoroughly meritorious
bill. It concerns a large area on the edge of Boston Harbor
bought by the Navy during the war for the construction of
submarines and destroyers—732 acres.

The Government built upon that property buildings which
cost $12,700,000. Of the 732 acres which the Navy Department
possessed, there has been turned over to the War Department
468 acres for aviation and such purpose as the War Department
desires. E

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREW. I yield.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We are all familiar with the history of
it. There is one question I would like to ask the gentleman
from Massachusetts,. How does the gentleman justify taking
property valued at $13,000,000 and leasing it out on an agree-
ment to keep up the property?

Mr, ANDREW. There is not any such proposal. There is no
lease in existence to-day. .

Mr. LAGUARDIA., But the gentleman desires to. lease it?

Mr. ANDREW. We want to lease the property because it is
of no use. The 124 acres which remain, on which buildings are
erected, are of no immediate purpose to the Navy.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The bill provides for leasing for a period
of 25 years.

Mr. ANDREW. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. At an annual rental, the consideration
payable in cash or in the form of repairs, maintenance, and
upkeep of such property?
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Mr. ANDREW. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is ridicumlous.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREW. I yield.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. As a matter of fact, the Navy De-
partment has already leased this property to a corporation for a
period of five years.

Mr. ANDREW. Yes. Which was canceled last year.

Mr., VINSON of Georgia. The purpose of this bill is to au-
thorize the Navy Department to enter into negotiations to lease
it to some people for a period of 25 years?

Mr. ANDREW. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And that is the entire purpose of
the bill?

Mr. ANDREW. That is the only purpose of the bill. The
only purpose is to lease it for such length of time as will yield
to the Government advantageous terms.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREW. 1 yield. .

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman will not find that in the
bill. That can be done under existing law.

Mr. ANDREW. Only for five years.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman accept an amend-
ment to lease it for 25 years under existing law?

Mr. ANDREW. I do not understand what the gentleman
means.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I mean exactly what I say.

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREW. I yield.

Mr. COLLINS. The Navy Department now has a right to
lease this property for five years?

Mr. ANDREW. Yes,

Mr. COLLINS. With the privilege of extending the lease
for an additional 5-year period, and so on?

Mr. ANDREW. Yes.

Mr. COLLINS. Now, if the bill should pass and a lease for
25 years was made and an emergency occurred, then the dam-
ages that would accrue to the lessee corporation would be much
larger than it would be if a lease was made under existing
law? Is that not true?

Mr. ANDREW. This bill provides that the lease shall be
revocable at the discretion of the Secretary, in case of national
emergency.

Mr. COLLINS. Yes; but the person, corporation, or partner-
ship who leased the property would receive damages?

Mr. ANDREW. There is no provision here of that character.

Mr. COLLINS. But that is the case anyway. It exists as a
matter of right.

Mr. ANDREW. The difficulty in leasing these expensive
buildings has been that the Government can not lease them
advantageously for five years at a time, They are in bad re-
pair; they are deteriorating; it is a continual loss to the Gov-
ernment. The buildings are of no use.

Mr. COLLINS. But they are under lease now?

Mr, ANDREW, They are not under lease now ; no, sir.

Mr. COLLINS. Ob, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. They are
qunder lease at this moment for a 2-year period. I secured this
dnformation this morning.

Mr. ANDREW. They were under lease, issued in 1927, and
the lease was canceled last year because the terms were not
complied with.

Mr. COLLINS. In a telephone conversation this morning I
was advised that this property was under lease now for a
2-year period of time.

Mr. ANDREW. Some one who informed the gentleman, I
think, was mistaken, because they were leased for five years,
and the lease was canceled last year.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They did not pay the rent?

Mr. ANDREW. They did not pay the insurance.

Mr, COLLINS. The Navy Department should know whether
it is under lease or not.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Perhaps that is the squatter, the gentle-
man who is going to get the lease?

For all the reasons stated by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, I object, Mr. Speaker.

A DIALOGUE BETWEEN A CITIZEN AND A SOLDIER ON H. R. 3547

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous eonsent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Rucorp on H. R. 3547, a bill introduced
by myself.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD
on a hill which he has introduced. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend, I
submit a discussion of H. R. 3547 in the form of a dialogue:

CiTizeN. 1 am surprised that an ex-soldier should offer a bill of this
kind and that any soldier should attempt to defend it.

BoLoiEr. Then you must be amazed at Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes,
the venerable justice of the Supreme Court, for it was his dissenting
opinion in the Schwimmer ecase which prompted the introduction of
this bill.

CirizEN. Indeed, I am amazed.

JUSTICE HOLMES’S OPINION

SoLpier. Well, Justice Holmes is a veteran of the Civil War, with
three battle wounds as permanent symbols and guaranties of his pa-
triotism. Notwithstanding his own opposition to pacifism, he held that
one's opinions on the abolition of war should not debar an applicant
from citizenship. And he adds this strong language :

*1 would suggest that the Quakers have done their share to make the
country what it is, that many citizens agree with the applicant's belief,
and that I had not supposed hitherto that we regretted our Inability to
expel them because they believed more than some of us do in the
Sermon on the Mount.”

Referring specifically to Madam Schwimmer, whose rejection was the
subject of this classic dissenting opinion, he states:

“ Burely it ean not show lack of attachment to the Constitution that
she thinks that it can be improved. 1 suppose that most intelligent
people think that it might be, Her particular improvement looking to
the abolition of war seems to me not materially different In its bearing
on this case from a wish to establish * * * gne term of seven
years for the President. To touch a more burning question, only a judge
mad with partisanship would exclude because the applicant thought that
the elzhtee'nth amendment should be repealed.”

THE GRIFFIN BILL

CiTizeN. Well, all that I know about this Griffin bill is that they say
It proposes to relieve the citizen from the obligation to defend the
Constitotion in time of war.

BovLpieEr. It does nothing of the kind.

CrrizeN, What does it do, then?

BoLpier. Now, you are getting down to brass tacks. Your bias
against the bill is obviously a snap judgment influenced by the ground-
lesg deductions of a few supersensitive patriots who fear that applicants
for citizenship are going to be excused from the obligation to defend the
Constitution and the laws—nothing is further from its intent. It would
be absurd to grant to naturalized citizens a privilege that was not
accorded to native citizens,

CiTi2EN. 1 believe that every citizen—native or naturalized—should
not only promise to but actually defend the Constitution.

SoLpier. Right! But “ agreeing to defend ” is different from the act
of defending. A person might swear to defend the Constitution and yet
fall down on the test when war comes.

THE TEEM * DEFEND ¥

Cimizex. But can we defend the Constitution and the laws without
bearing arms?

SoLpieR. Yes; in innumerable ways—as nurses, doctors, teachers, as
workers on the farm and in the factory—providing the things necessary
to carry on the war. 3

Crrrzex, That's right, now that I think of it. That's why I didn't
enlist myself. I had to run my farm to help feed the brave boys at the
front. '

BoLpiEr. And you were probably a * 3-minute man" who pepped the
boys up to enlist?

Crrizey. Exactly! I didn’t enlist myself, but I stood on the grand
gtand right next to the chairman of the local draft board when the boys
marched away while the band played “ Over There.” Yes; those were
great dayes and I'll always belleve in war.

BELIEF IN WAR

Sorpier. If that's the case, then you differ from any goldier I ever
knew who has suffered the hardships of war. You will find yourself
differing from the mothers of the sons whom you, and other patriots
like you, sicked on to go to the front and—who never came back! You
will find yourself differing from the President of the United States, and
also you will find yourself at loggerheads with the actual laws of our
country.

Crrizex. How is that?

THE KELLOGG PEACE PACT

Sormer. Did you never hear of the Kellogg peace pact, more precisely
known as the General Pact for the Renunciation of War?

Crrizex. Yes; but what has that to do with the case?

SoLpIER. Simply this: That from the moment the ratification of the
Kellogg peace pact was announced by the President of the United States
on July 24, 1929, war has been outlawed.

CiTizEN. Yes; but what does it say?

SoLpier. It's very short. Here it Is:

“ArTicLE 1. The high contracting parties solemnly declare in the
names of thelr respective peoples that they condemn recourse to war for
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the solution of international controversies, and renounce it as an instru-
ment of national policy in their relations with one another.

“ArT. 2. The high contracting parties agree that the settlement or
solution of all disputes or conflicts of whatever nature or of whatever
origin they may be, which may arise among them, shall never be sought
except by pacific means."”

Crrizex. Yes; but that's only a treaty.

SoLpier. Yes; but a treaty is the supreme law of the land under
clause 2 of Article VI of the Constitution of the United States, which
reads as follows:

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be
made in pursuance thereof; and all treaties made, or which shall be
made, under the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme
law of the land; and the judges in every State shall be bound thereby,
anything In the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not-
withstanding.”

CrtizeN, Then, according to that, this country, as well as all other
countries signing the Kellogg peace pact, are committed against war as
a means of settling international differences.

A SLIGHT INCONSISTENCY

SoLpiEr. Yes, And do you not think it strange that an individual,
citizen or otherwise, should be penalized for agreeing with the policy
and the laws of his or her country?

CrrizeN, Yes, It does seem odd. But suppose that we should get
into a defensive war, shouldn't every citizen be compelled to do his
duty in defending the country?

SoLpiek. Yes; according to his or her qualifications and in the work
for which they are best fitted. This eountry has never called upon
women, for instance, to hear arms and engage in battles,

CirizeN, No; and, thank God, it never will,

SoLpikR. But it has utilized their services in many ways, and valuable
alds they were. It has never called upon persons having religious con-
victions against war to actually bear arms, and yet they, too, have
rendered most valuable services in times of war.

Crrizes. But there are not many of them, are there?

RELIGIOUS BODIES AGAINST WAR

Sorpigr. The World Almanac says that in 1926 there were about
843,000 members of sects in the United States who have conscientious
objections to war, divided as follows: Dunkers, 157,000; Friends,
111,000 ; Mennonites, 75,000. So you see there are quite a number of
decent people in these United States who anticipated the Kellogg peace
pact long before it was thought of.

CiTizEN, So it would seem.

SoLpiEr. Notwithstanding their convictions, it is interesting to note
that many of these good people have actually waived their convictions
and: served in our armies in times of war. For instance, the famous
Gen. Nathanael Greene in our Revolutionary War and Sergeant York
in the World War.

CrTizeN. That's news!

THE POINT OF THE BILL

BoLpigr. In short, the point of this bill is that while the probability
exists that persons might change their minds it is not necessary to
reject otherwise good citizens on the mere question as to what they
might or might not do in a remote contingency.

Citizes. It would seem so0,

Sorpier. All this bill does is to waive the reguirement that a person
should answer under oath, at the time of naturalization, just precisely
what be or she would do in the event of war.

CrTizeN. And it does not excuse them from serving the country in
time of war?

Sorpier. No. In time of war, as at all other times, every citizen
must obey the laws and do his or her duty. What that duty is or what
that service shall be can well be left to determination when the event
of war happens.

Citizex. I guess that's about right. I can now see that if it is made
a condition precedent of good citizenship that one must beliege in war
the next step might be to disfranchise all who do not.

Bovpier. That would hardly be fair, in view of the law on our
gtatute books outlawing war, would it?

CrrizeN. Hardly.

GEEAT SMOKY MOUNTAINS NATIONAL PARK

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
6343) to provide for the extension of the boundary limits of the
proposed Great Smoky Mountains National Park, the establish-
ment of which is authorized by the act approved May 22, 1926
(44 Stats. 616).

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the boundary limits of the tract of land in
the Great Smoky Mountains in the States of North Carolina and Ten-
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nesgee, recommended by the Secretary of the Interfor in bis report of
April 14, 1926, for the establishment of the Great Smoky Mountains
National Park, be, and the same are hereby, extended to Include lands
adjacent to the east boundary as defined in said report to a line approxi-
mately as follows:

From a point on top of the Baleam Mountains at the boundary of
Swain and Hayward Counties just north of Black Camp Gap; thence
following east the top of the mountain range to Jonathan Knob and
Hemphill Bald; thence along top of ridge through Camp Gap to Beat
Knee Knob; thence following the main ridge to Cataloochee Creek to a
point on the boundary of the area described in report of the Secretary
of the Interior of April 14, 1926 and the lands within said boundary
extension, or any part thereof, may be accepted on behalf of the United
States In accordance with the provisions of the act of May 22, 1926, for
inclusion in the area to be known as the Great Smoky Mountains Na-
tional Park.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

MARINE BAND

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 6349) authorizing the attendance of the Marine Band
at the Confederate veterans' reunion to be held at Biloxi, Miss.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object.

TRANSPORTATION ACT

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
8639) to amend and reenact subdivision (a) of section 209 of
the transportation act, 1920.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. HOCH. I objeet. -

TRADE-MARKS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
2828) to protect trade-marks used in commerce, to authorize the
registration of such trade-marks, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
do not like to object to this bill, but it is almost a code of law
in itself.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOOPER. Certainly.

Mr. STAFFORD. Although this bill has passed prior Con-
gresses, I would like to have the matter go over for two weeks,
g0 that I may have an opportunity to further consider the bill.
Therefore 1 ask unanimous consent that the bill may be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ordered.

There was no objection,

GRATUITY TO DEPENDENT RELATIVES OF OFFICERS, ENLISTED MEN,
OE NURSES

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
7639) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize payment of
six months’' death gratuity to dependent relatives of, officers,
enlisted men, or nurses whose death results from wounds or
disease not resulting from their own misconduct,” approved
May 22, 1928, ;

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? .

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, I reserve a point of order.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill will not cost the
Treasury a dollar. It merely provides additional language de-
sired by the Navy Department so that the determination of the
fact of dependency shall rest with the Secretary of the Navy
and not with the Comptroller General.

The reason for that language is this: That in many cases of
deaths in line of duty the Comptroller General has drawn very
fine decisions as to just what the dependency actually was.
The language inserted in the bill is in addition to existing law.
It is the first proviso on page 3:

Provided, That the determination of the fact of dependency in all
cases of dependent relatives, of personnel of the Navy or Marine Corps,
whether previously designated or not, by the Secretary of Navy, shall be
final and conclusive upon the accounting officers of the Government.

Without objection, it is so
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That is all there is to this legislation. It takes from the
Comptroller General the right to determine whether a depend-
ency had in fact existed.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It has oftentimes happened, has it
not, that an enlisted man or officer designates some one as en-
titled to the six months' gratuity; the officer or enlisted man
dies, and then when the Navy Department seeks to settle with
his estate and give it the six months’ gratuity, the Comptroller's
office says they are not dependent.

Mr. BRITTEN. That is true.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This leaves it entirely within the
discretion of the Navy Department to say who is dependent and
not the Comptroller General.

Mr. BRITTEN. In addition to what the gentleman has well
gaid it expedites the settlement of that very unimportant ac-
count from the Government's viewpoint.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will permit, I am in
sympathy with the purpose of the bill. But, gentlemen, after a
great deal of trouble, this Congress created the office of the
Comptroller General. Now, are we to destroy the purpose of
that office? Are we going to cut down his duties and powers by
bills of this kind? It seems to me the Comptroller General can
pass upon the question of dependency just as well as the Secre-
tary of the Navy or one of his subordinates.

Mr. COLLINS. And he is a disinterested party.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. If the gentleman will yield fur-
ther, a great many cases have gone to court in view of the fact
that the Comptroller General would hold differently from the
Navy Department as to what constituted dependency. An
officer or enlisted man designates some particular one of his
family who is classified by law as a dependent, and then the
Comptroller General comes along and says that although you
classify this person as a dependent, in my judgment he is not
dependent. Then we say let the Navy Department reach the
determination and the man reach the determination instead of
the comptroller’s office.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Let me suggest that the way to correct
that condition is to bring in a bill deseribing exactly who the
dependent may be, in the judgment of your committee and the
department, and when it comes to the matter of discretion——

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The law already does that.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Just a moment. When it comes to a
matter of diseretion, or when it comes to construing whether or
not the law has been followed, you can not take that power
away from the Comptroller General; or, rather, it would be
very unwise to do that.

Mr. BRITTEN. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion,
my thought, and the commitiee agrees with me—

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman discussing the point of
order?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, I have reserved a point of
order and in order to give the gentleman an opportunity to dis-
cuss it, I now make the point of order the bill is not properly
before the House in that it is a bill amending existing law
and the report does not show the matters omitted or the new
matter inserted in the existing law.

Mr., BRITTEN. Is the gentleman going to insist upon his
point of order irrespective of what is said?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course, the Speaker will decide the
point of order.

Mr. BRITTEN. I shall not argue the point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MicHENER). The gentle-
man from New York [Mr. LaGuarnra] makes the point of order
that the report accompanying the bill (H. R. 7639) does not
comply with the so-called Ramseyer rule. The Chair has in-
spected the report and finds it does not so comply, sustains the
point of order, and rerefers the bill to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

The Clerk will report the next bill on the Consent Calendar.

INDIAN HOMESTEADS ON THE CROW, THE BLACKFEET, AND THE FORT
BELENAP REBERVATIONS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 9761) to authorize the issuance of patents in fee for Indian
homesteads on the Crow Reservation, the Blackfeet Reserva-
tion, and the Fort Belknap Reservation, in the State of Mon-
tana, upon written application therefor.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to cause to be issued a patent in

Is there objection to the present
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fee simple, upon written application therefor, to any Indian allottee
of the Crow, Blackfeet, or Fort Belknap Reservations, in Montana, for
land allotted as a homestead and now inalienable, whenever he shall
be satisfied that any such allottee is competent and ecapable of man-
aging his or her affairs, and thereafter all restrictions as to sale, en-
cumbrance, or taxation of said land shall be removed and said land .
shall not be lable to the satlsfaction of any debt contracted prior to
issuance of such patent. -

Sec. 2. That any Crow, Blackfeet, or Fort Belknap Indian allottee
may sgell, upon petition, all or part of any land allotted as a homestead,
and the heirs of any deceased Fort Belknap allottee may gell all or any
part of an inherited homestead : Provided, That such sales shall be made
only with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior under such
rules and regulations as he may prescribe.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

TRIBAL FUNDS OF THE YANKTON BIOUX TRIEE OF INDIANS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the joint reso-
lation (H. J. Res. 188) authorizing the use of tribal funds be-
longing to the Yankton Sioux Tribe of Indians in South Dakota
to pay expenses and compensation to the members of the tribal
business committee for services in connection with their pipe-
stone claim.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the author of the bill a question. I do not
think this is a serious matter, but I notice in the joint resolu-
tion, in line 4, the amount originally appeared as $400 and a line
has been stricken through that and $4,000 substituted.

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. It should have been $4,000 in the
original drafting of the bill.

Mr. HOOPER. Then that is a mistake; it is not $4007

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. No; $4,000.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, I would like to make a few observations. How many
members were on this committee?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. I am not able to say; but it was
a business committee appointed at a meeting of this tribe on
August 23, 1924,
tﬂMr‘., LAGUARDIA. I suppose they were the politicians of the

be?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Well, I do not know. They were
the ones who had in hand the matter of securing this claim.
They are the ones the tribe selected to gather the evidence and
prosecute the claim.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They came to Washington, did they?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Yes; they came here, and they
also gathered evidence elsewhere.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Were there more than four of them?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Yes; I think there were some gix
or eight, as I recall, although my memory on that is not clear
at this time. It was the business committee selected by the
tribe for this purpose.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Four thousand dollars is a lot of money
to give a voluntary commission. There was nothing of this kind
in contemplation at the time.

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Let me say that this matter ex-
tended over a number of years, and it was largely due to their
activity that the claim was approved, and the department held
out of the distribution this $4,000 as a reasonable amount to
cover their expenses and the fees, but felt it could not pay this
over to this committee without authority to do so from the
Congress,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Did the tribe get the $328,558.907

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 suppose it was not paid to them, but
went into the tribal funds?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. No; I think distribution has been
made and this $4,000 was retained at that time by the commis-
sioner.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., And the tribe is satisfied with this ar-
rangement?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Yes. So far as I have been ad-
vised and informed, this meets with their approval.

Mr. HOOPER. As I understand, there was a considerable
amount actually paid out of the tribal fund for the expenses
about which the gentleman has spoken?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Not to this committee. My under-
standing is they have not been paid anything.

Mr. HOOPER. They have not received anything at all?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. That is my understanding; and
this $4,000 includes their expenses.
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Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., CHRISTOPHERSON. Yes.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. What was the amount of the
judgment in the Court of Claims?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. The original claim as found, I
think, was something over $100,000, but when the settlement was
made it all amounted to $328,558.90.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. What were these Indians, who
are to receive the benefit of this bill, doing down here, lob-
bying?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. That I really do not know. They
were here and doing the same as anyone who is prosecuting a
claim—gathering evidence and presenting it to their attorney
and getting it in shape to present to the court.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman know
whether the attorneys who received attorneys’ fees by reason
of their services in this claim before the court brought these
Indians to Washington? If so, why should not the attorneys
pay their expenses?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. No; that was not the case. This
business committee was appointed by the tribe at a meeting
on August 23, 1924; to take up the matter of the prosecution of
this claim, which had been pending for many years. I presume
they are the ones who engaged attorneys and looked after
the details of the prosecution, the same as any other client
would do.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is absolutely
certain that the tribe had directed these Indians, who are the
beneficiaries under this bill, to come down to Washington
and represent the tribe, and that they did not come here
voluntarily, and then after the claim went through request
compensation?

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. No; they had a meeting of the
tribe down at Greenwood in August, 1924, and these men were
selected as a business committee to take charge of the case,
gecure legislation submitting the claim to the court, and follow
up the claim through the court. I believe they also gave the
matter attention after the court had passed on the ecase in the
way of securing the proper appropriation, but especially they
were to gather the evidence necessary to sustain the claim.

Mr. SOHAFTER of Wisconsin. And the amount in the bill
covers the actnal expenses only.

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Expenses and compensation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

. Resolved, ete., That the SBecretary of the Interior is hereby authorized
and directed to use not to exceed $400 of the tribal funds standing to
the credit of the Yankton Sioux Tribe of Indians, in the State of South
Dakota, in the Treasury of the United Stntes arising from a judgment
of the Court of Claims on eclaim No. D-546, known as the pipestone
claim, decided April 18, 1928, to pay the expenses and compensation of
the members of thelr tribal business committee on a quantum meruit
basis for service rendered the tribe and expenses in connection with the
prosecution of sald claim No. D-546 in pursuance of the action taken
by the gemeral tribal council held by the tribe at Greenwood, 8. Dak.,
on August 23, 1924, by authority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
whereby the sald trlbal business committee was created and members
duly appointed to serve thereon to carry out the wishes of the tribe.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 4, strike out the figures “ $400 " and insert “ $4,000.”
Page 2, line 3, after the word “ committee,” insert * or their heirs.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table.
COLLECTION OF FEES FOR WORK DONE FOR THE BENEFIT OF INDIANS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10627) to amend the act of February 14, 1920, authorizing and
directing the collection of fees for work done for the benefit of
Indians.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1s there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the item contained in the act approved Feb-
ruary 14, 1920 (41 Btat. L. 415; U. 8. C,, title 25, sec. 413), aunthoriz-
ing and directing the collection of fees to cover the cost of certain
specified work performed for the benefit of Indians, be, and the same is
hereby, amended so as to read as follows:

“That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized in his
diseretion, and under such rules and regulations as he may preseribe,
to collect reasonable fees to cover the cost of any and all work per-
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formed for Indian tribes or for individual Indians, to be paid by vendees,
lessees, or assignees, or deducted from the proceeds of sales, leases, or
other sources of revenue: Provided, That the amounts so collected shall
be covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, except when the
expenses of the work are paid from Indian tribal funds, in which event
they shall be credited to such funds: Provided further, That where fees
for work paid for from Indian tribal funds have heretofore Leen col-
lected and deposited as miscellaneous receipts under the said act of
Kebruary 14, 1920, the amounts thereof are hercby authorized to be
appropriated and credited on the books of the Treasury to the funds
charged with the cost of the work.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

ACQUIBITION OF TIDELANDS AT FORT LEWIS, WASH.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
3311) to authorize the acquisition of certain tidelands for sewer
purposes at Fort Lewis, Wash,

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection.
¢ h{l:d BARBOUR, Mr. LAGUARDIA, and Mr. CRAMTON ob-

ected.

TO PROVIDE FOR THE USE OF THE U. 8. 8. “OLYMPIA" A8 A

MEMORIAL

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H, R.
10296) to provide for the use of the U. S. 8. Olympia as a memo-
rial to the men and women who served the United States in the
war with Spain.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I object.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman reserve his
objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 will

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Last summer a board of officers
of the Navy ordered this historical vessel junked. A nation-
wide protest from Spanish War veterans resulted.

I telegraphed the Secretary of the Navy at the request of
the Spanish War organization in my city, and the Secretary said
that he would withhold action to see whether or not Congress
desired to preserve the ship. The ship, as the gentleman knows,
was the flagship of Admiral Dewey at the Battle of Manila Bay,
and is a historical vessel. Every Spanish War organization in
the country has indorsed by resolution this bill to save the
ship. The bill carries an appropriation of §25,000. The purpose
is to use the ship as a memorial in the city of Washington to the
men who served in the Spanish War. If it was proposed to con-
struct a memorial to those who served in the war with Spain
it would cost several million dollars, and there would be no
objection to such a measure. Here is an opportunity to save the
Government money and have a suitable memorial. This is to
cost $25,000, and we ask for the $25,000 to paint and get the ship
here, and a small amount for maintaining it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has another bill on the
calendar, a very good bill. The gentleman is industrious. His
bill pertains to public lands for the veterans and is an excellent
bill, and I am with it on that. But, the gentleman recognizes,
of course, that this will cost $25,000 to paint the vessel and tow
her here. It will cost half a million dollars to recondition her,
and it will take a personnel of 10 or 12 men to keep the vessel
in good shape. You can not leave a vessel without any care,

Now, we have on the floor a great naval expert, in the person
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BriTrreEx], who will cor-
roborate this. This ship would serve no scientific purpose. It is
not a large ship, and it does not justify the cost of maintenance,

Mr. COCIHHRAN of Missouri. I have talked with experts of
the Navy Department and they told me they ean scrape the
bottom for $2,500 and paint the ship for $5.000, and that is all
it is necessary to do. The ship is now in first-class condition
for the purpose for which it is to be used. The Spanish War
veterans are going to hold services on it in the Philadelphia
Navy Yard on the anniversary of the sinking of the Maine,
It will not cost a nickel to recondition it because there is no use
in reconditioning it.

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman says that I am an expert,
and I am going to try and prove it. :

The question before the House is as to whether we are going to
preserve this historic ship. The most interesting features of
Paris, Berlin, London, of all of the old cities of the Old World
are their historic monuments and relics. To bring the Olympia
to Washington, where the school children from this area and
visitors from all over the United States can see it, is worth a
thousand times more than the paltry $20,000 or $25,000 that is
authorized under this bill. It will not cost anything like that to
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bring the ship here and to paint and scrape it. As to recondi-
tioning, it will not be reconditioned; it will be kept clean, and
left as it is. It should be preserved. We ought to keep it for
a hundred years, or a thousand years, for those that come after
us—for the Spanish-American War veterans and their children
and their grandchildren to look at. It is the preservation of an
historie relic, and the expenditure of $25,000 is nothing for so
important a cause. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his
objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Secretary of the Navy says that after
the vessel has been located a foree of 10 or 12 men will probably
be required for cleaning and watchmen, and the cost of that
would, according to the bill, be borne by the Office of the Public
Buildings and Public Parks.

Mr, BRITTEN, It may take four or five men. They will be
enlisted personnel, and they will be around there working just
as they are around obsolete ships at the navy yard. As far as
the appropriation is concerned, the House will never hear of
it, if the Navy takes care of it. The bill provides that the
Superintendent of Public Buildings and Parks may have charge
of it. 1 think it is a good bill, and I hope that the gentleman
will not insist upon his objection.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Would the gentleman prefer to have it go
over without prejudice?

Mr. BRITTEN. I would like to have the gentleman with-
draw his objection.

Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. I prefer, if the gentleman is
going to ask that the Dbill go over, that the gentleman object,
because it will require three objectors next time.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then, Mr. Speaker, at the request of the
gaentleman from Missouri, I object.

SALARIES OF NAVAL ACADEMY BAND

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10380) adjusting the salaries of the Naval Academy Band.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
shall object unless some explanation is made of it.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit me to
make an explanation of the bill, so that his objection may be
removed ?

Mr. CRAMTON. I have an objection which I do not think
the gentleman can remove.

Mr. STAFFORD. I have another one also.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Oh, let us take one at a time.
Will the gentleman from Michigan withhold his objection for a
moment?

Mr. CRAMTON. 1 am simply trying to conserve the time of
the House, If the gentleman desires, I shall reserve the ob-
' jection.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the author of this bill,
.Mr. GamsriLL, of Maryland, is unavoidably absent to-day on
account of the death and funeral of his father. Being quite
familiar with the bill, I consented to explain any objections
that might arise.

Mr. CRAMTON. There is one that is definite with me. We
have a joint committee studying the pay of the Army and the
Navy and of other services. Why should we be fooling along
‘here piecemeal with certain members of the Navy?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am glad the gentleman raised
that question, because his statement is mot applicable at all
This bill has no relation whatsoever to, nor does it interfere
with, the prerogatives of the joint pay bill. I grant you that
if it did I would say, let the joint pay committee settle the
question of compensation and not take it up in this way.

What does this bill do? It merely assigns a rating to the
Naval Aeademy Band. What does the joint pay bill do? It
makes the basis of compensation according to the rating, and
so the joint-pay committee would have no jurisdiction over this
matter at all.

Mr. CRAMTON. Is it not possible that the joint committee
may want to give some consideration to ratings as well as to
terms of pay?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me call the attention of the
gentleman to the fact that it would require a repeal by the joint-
pay committee of two acts of Congress,

Mr. CRAMTON, That would be all right, if it saves money.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. But there is no assurance that it

will save money. Before the joint-pay committee can consider
the Naval Academy Band, you must repeal the act of 1919 or
the act of 1925.

Mr. CRAMTON. There is no one in the Army and the Navy
getting pay who does not get it because of some existing law. I
will either consent to this bill being passed over without preju-
dice or object to it.
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Of course, when a gentleman makes
an objection, he is usually willing for any Member on the floor
to endeavor to satisfy his objection and show that it is not well
founded. I am satisfied the gentleman from Michigan ig broad-
minded enough, if I ean demonstrate his objection is not meri-
torious, not to insist on it. The joint-pay committee deals with
t.lu'e_i question of compensation, and not with the question of
rating. .

Mr. CRAMTON. I shall be disappointed as one Member, if
that committee permits itself to be hedged about by such tech-
nicalities as the gentleman suggests.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. All right. I know no bettér answer
than to state that that is exactly what happened to the 1922
pay bill. What happened to the 1922 pay bill when we had a
z;}mt pay bill was that they did not even take it into considera-

on.

Mr. JENKINS.
ment opposes-this?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I suppose they do not want these
musicians to receive a higher rate of pay. The Naval Academy
band was created by special act of Congress in 1919. That act
designated a certain number of first-class musicians and a cer-
tain number of second-class musicians. The Navy Department
does not insist that the band must be made up of musicians of
the first class and second class. The purpose is to repeal the
act of 1919 and put it in the discretion of the department to de-
termine how many musicians shall be put in these different
classes. The Navy Department can increase or decrease the
number in the Navy Band, but can not do it in the case of the
Naval Academy Band. For that reason the pay bill will not
touch this matter at all. It did not touch it in 1922, and it will
not now, because in order to touch it you must repeal the act
of 1919 and the act of 1922

Mr. CRAMTON. The only way that the joint committee can
accomplish anything as to the Army and Navy pay is to con-
sider the various statutes fixing the rates of pay., They will
have to recommend amendments to the law in proposing any
change. The report of the committee on this bill says:

If this bill becomes a law, the complement and pay of the Naval
Academy Band will be substantially the same as the Navy Band, and
the inecreased cost to the Government will be between ten and eleven
thousand dollars.

That statement makes it clear that the purpose of this bill
is to fix the pay, whether you do it throngh the means of
changing the pay of these men or changing the rating. What-
ever naval technicalities yon resort to, it is to change the pay.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman has just read a
statement from the report regarding the purpose of the bill, to
permit the Navy Department to change the complement.

Mr. CRAMTON. It says, “If this bill becomes a law, theq
complement "—I suppose that means the number; it is not a
compliment to their musical ability?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No.

Mr. CRAMTON. It provides that the pay shall be substan-
tially as that of the Navy Band.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Under the act of 1919 the Navy
Department can not do that, because the act of 1919, creating
the band, says there must be 45 first-class musicians and 27
second-class musicians. There is no assurance by the passage
of this law that the Navy Academy Band will cost more than
it is costing to-day, or that the men will get more money.

Mr. CRAMTON. They might cut it in two and reduce the
number ; but, knowing the Navy, I do not think that will happen.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There is a great deal of reduction
taking place in the Navy to-day.

Mr. CRAMTON. So far as this statute is concerned, if the
committee is studying the pay of the Army and Navy and trying
to adjust inequalities that exist—and there may be inequali-
ties—in their effort to adjust inequalities they will recommend
a change in the law of 1919.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does the gentleman think that;
they are going to come back here with a report repealing the.
organic law? It can not say it will reduce the number of the
Coast Guard or any other organization, but it can fix the pay..

Mr. CRAMTON. The report says that if this bill beconres a
law the pay of the Naval Academy Band will be substantially
that of the Navy Band.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia.
the complement.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am not talking about the complement.
The committee reported that if this bill becomes a law the pay
of the Naval Academy Band will be substantially the same as
the Navy Band.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The pay can not be substantially
the same as that of the Navy Band unless you change the as-'

What is the reason why the Navy Depart-

The joint committee can not fix
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signments. Suppose this joint conmittee had the right to con-
sider the compensation of Members of Congress. Do you think
they could go into the question of how many Members of Con-
gress shall be here? Their jurisdiction is as to compensation
and not complement. You have first got to have the proper
complement, and the bill is entirely one of assignment and not
of pay.

Mr, CRAMTON. What would the gentleman say to striking
out of this bill everything buf that they can have as many
musicians as the Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe? That
would take care of the complenrent.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. A subcommittee was appointed, and
that subcommittee made an investigation. The subcommittee
included the distinguished gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Mirrer] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Woobrurr]
and others, and they worked together; and we think that the
bill as now drafted does justice to the Naval Academy Band
by giving them a new assignment, not dealing with the ques-
tion of pay.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 1 yield.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I call the attention of the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. CramMToxn], whose judgment I always fol-
low in matters of Indian Affairs and the Department of the
Interior, that this band is just as much a part of the faculty as
any professional man there. This band works more than any
band in the service, I believe. In fact, they are split up into
three parts in the mornings for the various drills. It is im-
possible to get musicians to remain in the service at the present
pay. The gentleman from Michigan will recall that some
years ago there was a great deal of trouble because the musi-
cians at Annapolis were engaging in trades just outside of the
reservation. That was prohibited by law. We must have a
band at Annapolis. The pay of the band will not be reached by
the joint pay committee which iz studying the pay of commis-
sioned officers.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. That is true. These men are en-
listed men. Not a single man here is an officer. The gentle-
man from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra] has brought up a very
important question.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 1 yield.

Mr. CRAMTON. Does either gentleman assert that these
enlisted men are considered as a part of the faculty of the
Naval Academy?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, the faculty can not get along with-
out them, 3

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. They are enlisted men. Every one
is a warrant officer, and he may be assigned anywhere.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
CramTON] say that music is not a cultural part of the education
of a young officer of the United States Navy?

Mr. CRAMTON. It is highly desirable, but not everyone who
contributes to the education and development of the young mid-
shipman is considered a member of the faculty.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Under the law to-day, a member
that is' assigned to the Navy Band may be ordered by the
‘Bureau of Navigation to any place in the service. In view of
the law of 1919 the Navy Department can not order one of the
enlisted men who has been assigned to the Naval Academy Band
to any other place except that one place. That is one great
advantage of getting away from this hard, fixed rule, and hav-
ing some elasticity in the law.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it would be better to give them
more pay.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am not asking for pay. I am
asking for the proper rating, and then the joint pay committee
can discuss that question when it considers it

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will not this bill give them more pay?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia, Of course not, It gives them the
proper assignment, and then the assignment takes care of the
pay.

Mr. WOODRUFF. The men are already in the service.

Mr. CRAMTON. What would the gentleman from Georgia
think of the substitute which I have offered for his bill?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I hope the gentleman will not cffer
any substitute, because I would like to see this band put upon
an equality with the band in Washington.

Mr. CRAMTON. When the Board of Visitors of which my
friend from Georgia [Mr. Vinsox] miay be a member at any
time, goes to Annapolis and the band turns out to meet it, I
hope it will be a good big band, and therefore I propose, as a
substitute, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert
the following : :
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That the Naval Academy Band shall hereafter conslst of one leader,
one second leader, and of such enlisted men as may be assigned to that
band by the Navy Department.

That will give the Secretary of the Navy authority to make
just as large a band as he thinks ought to be proper for the
arrival of the Naval Affairs Committee.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman is placing me in an
embarrassing position. If the gentleman will withdraw his ob-
Jection, then I will not object to him offering it on the floor, but,
of course, I would have to oppose his amendment. If the gen-
tleman from Michigan feels there is something in the amend-
ment, the committee will take up the amendment if the gentle-
man will withdraw his point of order.

Mr. CRAMTON. I fear that the influence of the gentleman
fgom Georgia, together with the assistance of my friend from
New York [Mr. LaGuarpiA], might make it difficult to get away
from this pay bill.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman does not have to
bring up any such proposition as this.

Mr. CRAMTON. I have in my hand the joint resolution
which was passed by this Congress, and it deals with a tre-
mendously important subject, the pay of the Army and Navy,
and as far as I am concerned while that committee is at work I
am not going to permit any legislation to pass which either
directly or indirectly changes the pay of the members of the
Army or Navy establishments,

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. CRAMTON. That resolution provides that—

A joint committee to be composed of five Members of the Senate, to be
appointed by the Vice President, and five Members of the House of
Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives, shall make an investigation and report recommendations by
bill or otherwise to their respective Houses relative to the readjustment
of the pay and allowances of the commissioned and enlisted personnel
of the several services mentioned in the title of this joint resolution.

Now, whatever should be done with reference to pay I think
can wait until that joint committee completes its work. There-
fore I am obliged to object.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman withhold his objection
for a moment?

Mr. CRAMTON. I will withhold my objection.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would like to ask, as a matter of infor-
mation, what is the difference in pay between an enlisted man
and a man who is in the band?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It all depends upon his rating. Of
course, an enlisted man begins as a seaman, first class, and he
receives so much. After being in the service he may become a
warrant officer and be eligible for assignment to the band. It
depends entirely upon the rating received.

Mr. GREENWOOD. He does get additional pay for being in
the band?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. He gets the rating of that class,
If he is a warrant officer, first class, he gets the pay of a warrant
officer, first class. He does not get any additional compensation
because he is in the band.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Is he elevated to this class because he
is in the band?

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. One of the suggestions made by the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CramtoN] is that this joint com-
mission will study the pay of the entire Army and Navy. We,
however, have only one Naval Academy Band. This situation
is comparable only to the band at the Military Academy at
West Point, and we have already taken care of that. So that
in all likelihood they will be forgotten and they will be en-
tirely out of the picture when the report of the joint pay com-
mission is submitted to Congress.

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. BURTNESS, The gentleman has referred to a matter
that I wanted to inquire about. How does the situation at the
Naval Academy compare with the situation at the Military
Academy at this time? Surely they should be comparable.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I imagine that the injustice that is
s0 apparent in the Navy Band does not exist in the Army, but
I can not speak of that. :

Mr. CRAMTON. I would like to submit another reason for
objecting.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. I will state to the gentleman that
he does not have to offer to the House any reason why he
objects. He has a right to object any time lie pleases.
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Mr. CRAMTON. But I have another objection for the gen-
tleman to shoot at. If the President is going to succeed in his
effort to keep down expenditures, the Budget system must
amount to something. I imagine there are a dozen bills on this
Consent Calendar coming from the Committee on Naval Affairs,
of which not more than ome or two are recommended to Con-
gress by the department.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. I ask the gentleman from Michigan
‘to point them out.

Mr. CRAMTON. The bill under consideration is not recom-
mended by the department.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. 1 agree with the gentleman.

Mr. CRAMTON. For the reason that the Budget advises
against it.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly.

Mr. CRAMTON. The next one is exactly in the same posi-
tion. No. 299 is the one we have before us. No. 300, by my
colleague from Aichigan [Mr. Wooprurr], is likewise not rec-
ommended by the department or the Budget. No. 801 is not
recommended by the department or the Budget. I think that
No. 302, introduced by the gentleman from Georgia, is not
recommended by the department or the Budget. I have not
taken a complete census, but inasmuch as I ran onto four or
five, one after another, none of them recommended by the
Budget, I concluded that the Committee on Naval Affairs has
no sympathy with the Budget system.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The members of the Committee on
Naval Affairs believe they know as much about these bills as the
Budget.

M%.e CRAMTON. 1 will not dispute that; but I will say the
Budget must have some weight if we are to have Federal
economy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON. I object.

RETIREMENT OF DISABLED NURSES IN THE NAVY

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10375) to provide for the retirement of disabled nurses In the
Navy.

Tge Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, 1 want to know how the provisions for the retirement of
these Navy nurses compare with the provisions made for other
nonmilitary employees of the Government?

Mr. WOODRUFF. 1 do not know that there is anything
comparable to it. ]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How does the gentleman justify taking
these employees and providing that if they are disabled in line
of duty they shall then and there be retired on three-fourths
pay and allowances, while if an employee of the Post Office
Department is erushed by a mail truck and his case goes before
the Employees’ Compensation Bureau, he does not receive any-
thing like three-fourths of his pay.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I think the circumstances are entirely
different. A Navy nurse is not a civilian employee. A Navy
nurse, as every Member of this House ought to know, is subject
to all the hazards of her profession here and elsewhere,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 8o is every other employee. -

Mr. WOODRUFF. I have reference to things other than
those met with by civilian employees of the Government. For
instance, a Navy nurse finds it necessary at times to do duty
in the Tropics; she finds it necessary to serve aboard hospital
ships and transports at sea. Before she can be appointed as a
member of the Navy Nurse Corps she is given a very careful
and a very thorough physical examination. This examination
is so very rigid that comparatively few are successful in passing
it. Everyone will agree, I think, that the Government should
be given this protection. After her appointment she serves for
three years at $70 per month, or approximately $2.33 per day.
Nurses serving in a civilian capacity make anywhere from $6.50
to $10 per day.

The Navy nurse works for less than one-half what the eivilian
receives. In addition she gets her quarters. That is all she
gets beyond what a civilian nurse receives as a daily or
weekly stipend.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. She gets permanent employment.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes; but a good civilian nurse has no

difficulty whatsoever in finding all the employment she wants,
and when she is so employed she receives more than twice as
much as the Navy nurse.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman should not make it as
broad as that. She gets retirement and she gets permanent
employment.
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Mr. WOODRUFF. She only receives retirement after at
least 20 years’ service, and, as I have said before, she comes into
the serviee at pay far below that which she eould get as a
civilian nurse. What happens to her in ease she is disabled by
reason of her service? Certainly she has not been able to lay
aside enough money from her meager salary upon which to
live. She does have a pensionable status, which would, prob-
ably, pay her not to exceed $30 per month. Does any Membet
of this House believe that a nurse or any woman can live in
any way comfortably on $30 per month?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; neither can an employee of the
Post Office Department.

Mr. WOODRUFF. On the other hand, an employee of the
Post Office Department is not subject to the same hazards of
employment that a nurse in the Navy is subjected to.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I would not say that.

- hgi;-WOODRUFF' Yes; the gentleman would if he would
e ;

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Do not quarrel with me, because I am
not going to object.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
because I am going to object, the Secretary of the Navy reports
adversely against this bill.

Mr. WOODRUFF. No. The Secretary of the Navy, I think,
makes no report on it, -

Mr. COLLINS. The committee report states that he recom-
mends against the enactment of the bill.

Mr. WOODRUFF. That is all right, but in the same report,
if the gentleman will scan it carefully, he suggests to the Naval
Affairs Committee that if they propose to act favorably on the
bill that he be permitted to give us an outline of the bill which
he thinks should be adopted. The bill now before the House

is the bill suggested by the SBecretary of the Navy.

Mr. COLLINS. In addition, the Secretary of the Navy sug-
gests that the enactment of this bill will cost additional money.
In addition he adds this statement :

Had this legislation been In effect in all probability there would have
been additional retirements for physical disability.

In other words, if this had been the law we would have had
more on the retired list than we have now.

Mr. WOODRUFF. No; because, as I understand it, we have
no nurses on the retired list at the present time for physieal
disability.

Mr. COLLINS. Then the Secretary of the Navy is wrong in
his statement.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I am telling the gentleman what the facts
are, and if he will examine the hearings he will find I am
speaking with full knowledge of the facts.

Mr. COLLINS. I am quoting from a letter to the Committee
on Naval Affairs from the Secretary of the Navy.

Mr. WOODRUFF. 1 understand that; and let me say to the
gentleman that the members of the Naval Affairs Committee
could not understand just how the Navy Department arrived at
its conclusion, because these are the facts,

Mr. COLLINS. In other words, the Secretary of the Navy
does not know what he is talking abeut. '

Mr. WOODRUFF. I am stating he did not know what he was
talking about in this instance, and I am going to tell the gen-
tleman why. If he will scan the hearings, he will find testimony
from several high ranking officers of the Navy to the effect that
at the present time nurses who are disabled in line of duty are
not retired. There are a number of these unfortunate women
scattered about the country in the several Navy hospitals.
Three or four suffering from tuberculosis are in the Denver hos-
pital; one in Washington, one in Philadelphia, and others in
other hospitals. To the everlasting credit of the Navy De-
partment I will say that they are kept on the pay roll in hos-
pitals under treatment at full pay, and it must be apparent that
if the law and the conditions were such that these nurses
could be retired on three-fourths pay, we would be saving at
least one-fourth of the money we are paying them now.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUFF. I will be very pleased to yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman stated there is no retire-
ment feature granted to the nurses of the Navy to-day.

Mr. WOODRUFF. For disability, no.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I read the law, after they have served
80 years or reached the age of 50, having served 20 years, then
they have the retirement privilege.

Mr. WOODRUFF. But not for disability., That is retire-
ment for service. They can retire at any time after they reach
the age of 50, provided they have served 20 years.

Mr. STAFFORD. And they have a pensionable status prior
to reaching the age of 507
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Mr. WOODRUFF. A very modest one at all times. They
can secure a pension, but it is so utterly inadequate for their
needs that it is unthinkable the Navy would under present con-
ditions dismiss them because of disability.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 am referring to their retired pay after
30 years of service.

Mr. WOODRUFPF. Yes; they can secure not more than 75 per
cent of their pay.

Mr, BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes.

Mr. BURTNESS. How does the law applicable to the Navy
nurses compare with the law applicable to Army nurses?

Mr. WOODRUFF. Under the law as it is at present they
are on exactly the same status.

Mr. COLLINS. Another objection I have to the bill is that
it is a bill carrying an increase in pay, and it should be con-
sidered by the joint committee on pay for these two services.

Mr. WOODRUFF. 1 do not think it is. In my opinion, it
is simply giving to this very splendid body of women——

Mr. COLLINS. An increase in pay.

Mr. WOODRUFF (continuing). A measure of justice they
are entitled to and some inducement to come into the nursing
service of the Navy and stay there, There is nothing in the
bill which changes the pay status as provided by existing law.
I wonder if the gentleman understands and realizes how diffi-
cult it is to-day to secure the requisite number of nurses for
the Navy. There has not been a time in the last five years
when we have had all the nurses in the Navy we are supposed
to have, simply becaude of the fact it is difficult to get them
into this service. It must not be forgotten that this bill gives
nothing to the nurse who voluntarily leaves the service. In order
to receive the benefits of it she must be disabled in line of duty.

Mr. COLLINS. I understand you have around 300 applicants,

Mr. WOODRUFF. And out of that 300 we would perhaps
secure 30 or 40. We are right now below what we should have
in the Navy. There are 520 nurses authorized, and there are
now in the corps 507, I believe.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I object.

HOSPITALIZATION—FLEET NAVAL RESERVE AND FLEET MARINE CORPS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10662) providing for hospitalization and medical treatment of
transferred members of the Fleet Naval Reserve and the Fleet
Marine Corps Reserve in Government hospitals, withont ex-
pense to the reservist.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this is another bill that is in harmony with the general policy
of the Naval Affairs Committee of disregarding the Budget.
1t is true the Secretary of the Navy makes a report from which
one might infer that the Navy is in favor of the bill, and then
concludes with the statement that it was referred to the Budget
and the Budget recommended against its enactment, and hence
the department does not make a recommendation.

1 do not care so much about any of these little bills, but I am
concerned with whether our Budget system is going to be shot
full of holes by the Navy Department. If the administration
will permit the submission of these reports—that I will not
call hypoeritical, but reports that are at least ingenious, going
as far as they can in manifesting approval without saying in so
many words that they approve of the bill—if the administra-
tion is going to permit any department to indulge in this kind
of pastime, a kind of blindman's buff game with the Budget,
you are going to ruin the Budget system. I submit that the
Navy Department ought not to have any privileges that any
other department does not have. If the Navy Department can
make this kind of very smooth and adroit report indicating
approval without saying so, the other departments not only will
have the right but they will be alert enough to adopt the policy,
and then you might as well throw your Budget in the diseard.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And if the gentleman will permit, the
Navy Department indulges in that more than any other depart-
ment.

Mr, CRAMTON. The Navy Department does it more than any
other, unless it is the Army. [Laughter.]

iI!ildr EVANS of California. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield. -

Mr. EVANS of California. Since the Navy Department’s let-
ter was written to the chairman of the Committee on Naval
Affairs, a very substantial part of the expense that would be
incurred by the passage of this bill has been eliminated by cut-
ting out of the bill the refund feature.
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Mr. JENKINS. If the gentleman will permit right there,
l[fi that the difference between the bill H. R, 2044 and the present

11?

Mr. EVANS of California. Exactly.
thMl‘;' CRAMTON. May I ask why the committee has done

at?

Mr., VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman from Michigan
has criticized the Navy Department and the Army for over-
riding the Budget. Is it not a fact that the Navy got into that
habit due to the policy ofttimes practiced by the Appropriation
Committee by making appropriations for unexpended balances
and overriding the Budget? When the gentleman comes to crit-
icize any department for overriding the Budget he must bear in
mind that the gentleman’s own committee has been guilty of the
same practice.

Mr. CRAMTON. The only difference between the gentleman
and myself is that my statement is in accordance with the facts
whereas his statement is not in accordance with the facts:
otherwise we are in agreement. [Laughter.] I will say this:
The gentleman may refer to the subcommittee with reference
to naval appropriations, but I am sure that he would never
make the charge against the subcommittee on the Interior De-
partment appropriations. And let me =ay for the subcommittee
handling appropriations for the Navy Department that it is
entitled to the full sympathy for when it takes the job of trying
to hold down the demands of the Army and the Navy it may
have to resort to extreme measures.

_Bt{r. VINSON of Georgia. I am not criticizing the subcom-
mittee.

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. 1 yield.

Mr. BURTNESB. I would like to ask the gentleman a seri-
ous question: Where a department is in favor of legislation
which they may have worked for and desired for a number of
years, and in which they are interested in getting legislation
of that type, and in the regular course of legislation they find
that the Bureau of the Budget is opposed to it for financial
reasons—where the department actually wants it and where
it is confronted by the Bureau of the Budget, just what sort of
a report should the department make to a congressional com-
mittee that would be fair to all parties?

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman that what will
have to be done if the Budget means anything, that it should be

remembered that the Commissioner of the Budget is the right

hand of the President. He is supposed to be carrying out the
policy of the President with reference to appropriations,

The Secretary of Navy and the Secretary of War and every
other Cabinet officer is also an aide to the President, and is sup-
posed to be carrying out the administration’s policy. When a
Cabinet officer ceases to support the President in his financial
policy the administration will be demoralized and the Budget
system will cease to be of any value.

Hence the Secretary of the Navy can report that the matter
has been discussed with the Budget and the Budget renders an
adverse report; they can go further and present the facts as to
what the bill is and what it does without the phrases that they
80 adroitly put in.

Mr. BURTNESS. If the department is favorable to the legis-
lation except for the fact that the Bureau of the Budget is
against it for financial reasons, and 'Congress asks for a report,
is it not entitled to the facts from the department on the general
merits?

Mr. CRAMTON. If this kind of a report continues you will
have the Budget system shot full of holes,

Now, I would like an answer to the question I asked, why the
committee did make the change referred to?

Mr. EVANS of California. In the hearings the gentleman
has observed in reference to this that Admiral Leigh, repre-
senting the Navy Department, appeared before the committee
and states unequivocally that he is in favor of this bill.

Mr., CRAMTON, The gentleman does not answer my ques.
tion.,

Mr. EVANS of California. What is it?

Mr. CRAMTON. Why did the committee make the change?

Mr. EVANS of California. Because the committee was not
in favor of the refund feature of the bill.

This bill was introduced originally by the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. WorverroN] when he was a member of the
Naval Affairs Committee. It was considered at length by the
ecommittee and unanimously approved after the gentleman from
New Jersey ceased to be a member of that committee. He is
entitled to the credit for introducing the legislation; I am not,
although my name happens to appear as the author of the bill.

Mr. JENKINS. What became of H. R. 2044 in the Seventieth
Congress?
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Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey. Mr. Spezcker, H. R. 2944
was introduced, as the gentleman from California [Mr. Evaxs]
has stated, by me while I was a member of the Committee on
Naval Affairs. After the introduction of that bill on May 14, 1929,
the opinion of the Navy Department concerning the provisions
of the bill was requested by the committee. The letter of Janu-
ary 14, 1930, which appears in the committee report accompany-
ing H. R. 10662, and which is now under consideration, is in
answer to the request of the committee, and refers to H. R. 2944,
which was introduced, as already stated, by me. The report
of the Navy Department contained in the letter which I have
referred to indicates that the Bureau of the Budget had advised
the Navy Department that the proposed legislation would not
be in accord with the financial program of the President. This
evidently refers to that portion of H. R. 2044 which provides a
refund to the beneficiaries of the bill for subsistence already
deducted. The Committee on Naval Affairs has undoubtedly
given careful consideration to this feature of the bill and has
considered that, in view of the objection, it might be well to
eliminate that portion of the measure.

However, whether this be the exaet reason or not, the fact is
that on Mareh 12, 1930, Mr. Evans, a member of the Committee
on Naval Affairs, introduced H. R. 10662, which is identical
with the bill introduced by myself, except the retroactive fea-
tare.

The purpose of the bill is to provide for the hospitalization of
retired men of the Navy and Marine Corps and transferred
members of the Fleet Naval Reserve and Fleet Marine Corps
Reserve without deduction for hospital rations from their pay.

The very carefully prepared report of the committee in this
matter informs us that:

At present hospitalization of all naval personnel is paid for out of
the naval hospital fund. This is a trust fund of which the Secretary
of the Navy Is the sole trustee. It is made up of money drawn from
various gources, of which the following are pertinent :

Twenty cents per month deducted from the pay of each officer, sea-
man, and marine of the Navy, including those on the retired list and
those in the reserve.

Ration allowance of one ration per day for each officer, seaman, and
marine during his continuance in hospital. The value of the ration
for this purpose being provided under appropriation * Provisions, Navy,”
in the naval appropriation act

Enlisted personnel on active duty are allowed a ration or commuta-
tion thereof in money, and in their case this allowed ration is balanced
against the deduction authorized. Retired enlisted men and men of the
fleet reserve transferred thereto after 16 or more years' service, how-
ever, are required to defray hospital subsistence charges at the rate of
75 cents per diem, which is deducted from their retired or retainer pay.

It 1s from the necessity of thus further contributing to the hospital
fund that the bill H. R. 10662 is designed to relieve them.

I think the merit of this bill can be readily appreciated when
it is realized that the average retired pay of those whom the
bill seeks to benefit amounts to only $784.84 per annum: also,
that it is an injustice to make any deduction from this small
amount for rations when confined in a Government hospital.
‘While I realize that at the present time objection is being made
to the bill, yet I am hopeful that a further consideration will be
given to it by those objecting, to the end that it may receive
favorable action at a subsequent day.

Mr. EVANS of California. The reservists who will be bene-
fited by this legislation have been paying into this fund 20
cents per month for 20 years, and it is for the purpose of en-
abling them to receive the benefit from this fund which they
created themselves, that this legislation is proposed.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of
objection.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I object.

PAYMENT OF DEATH GRATUITY—FLEET NAVAL RESERVE AND FLEET
MARINE CORPS RESERVE

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10674) authorizing payment of six months’ death gratuity to
beneficiaries of transferred members of the Fleet Naval Reserve
and Fleet Marine Corps Reserve who died while on active duty.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. I
understand that there are about 300 of these men in the reserve,
employed as ship keepers on laid-up ships. All are on active
duty.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I think the gentleman is approxi-
mately correct.
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Mr. COLLINS. I have no objection to the bill, providing the
gentleman will eliminate the two provisos on page 2.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I think the retroactive feature
should be eliminated, and in view of the policy the committee
has adopted to-day to leave the discretion in the Accounting
Office, I am willing to accept those two amendments.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is the reason I reserved the objec-
tion. It is understood that an amendment striking out the
proviso will not be resisted and will be accepted, and that the
withdrawal of the reservation is made on that stipulation.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It is. I will move to strike out
the two provisos, and ask the committee to concur in the
motion,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the withdrawal of the reservation is
under that agreement?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Hxactly.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of
objection.

Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey. Mr, Speaker, this preseut
bill is also one that I introduced while a member of the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs. I have no objection to the elimination
of that retroactive feature.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no olijection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of the act of June 4, 1920,
as amended, which authorized the payment of an amount equal to six
monthe’ pay to the beneficiaries of personnel-of the regular Navy or
Marine Corps, and retired personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps,
when on active duty, shall be extended to transferred members of the
Fieet Naval Reserve and Fleet Marine Corps Reserve who die while
on active duty and not as a result of their own misconduct, and trans-
ferred members of the Fleet Naval Reserve and Fleet Marine Corps
Reserve ghall be reguired to file with the Navy Department the name
of beneficiary other than wife or child to which payment of the amount
equal to six months' pay shall be made in the event of their death
while on active duty and not the result of their own misconduct:
Provided, That the determination of the fact of dependency in all cases
of dependent relatives, of personnel of the Fleet Naval Reserve or Fleet
Marine Corps Reserve, whether previously designated or mot, by the
Becretary of the Navy, shall be final and conclusive upon the account-
ing officers of the Government: Provided furiher, That this aect shall
be retroactive to June 4, 1920.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA : Page 2, line 8, strike out the
colon, ingert a period, and strike out the remalinder of the hill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing to
the amendment,

The amendment was agreed to and the bill, as amended, was
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

INQUIRIES CONCERNING REGISTERED MAIL, ETC.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
5659) to authorize the Postmaster General to charge a fee for
inquiries made for patrons concerning registered, insured, or
collect-on-delivery mail, and for postal money orders.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I object.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Mapes). Three objections
are noted, and the bill is stricken from the calendar.

TIME FOR SOLDIERS, SAILORS, ETC., TO ENTER PUBLIC LANDS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the joint reso-
lution (H. J. Res. 181) to amend a joint resolution entitled
“ Joint resolution giving to discharged soldiers, sailors, and
marines a preferred right of homestead entry,” approved Feb-
ruary 14, 1920, as amended January 21, 1922, and as extended

Is there objection?

.| December 28, 1922,

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? :

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
on page 2, lines 9 and 10, are the words “any war, military
occupation, or military expedition.” If the gentleman in charge
of the bill will agree to strike out * military oecupation or
military expedition,” and will also agree to strike out the pro-
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viso beginning with the colon in line 17, I shall have no objec-
tion to the passage of the bill.

Mr. SWING. Does the gentleman state that if those are not
stricken out he will object?

Mr. COLLINS. I do.

Mr., SWING. Then I will agree to have them stricken out.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not get the purport of the amend-
ment,

Mr. COLLINS. The bill has added military occupation or
military expedition. Heretofore these ex-soldiers have been
soldiers or sailors of a war. Now it is proposed to add * mili-
tary occupation or military expedition.”

Mr. SWING. Those words will add about one half of 1 per
cent to the total number of citizens who will be benefited by the
bill.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let me suggest to the gentleman from
Mississippi that he is not going to find a soldier in the Regular
Army who is desirous of taking the benefit of this. This means
real work.

Mr. COLLINS. I do not think we ought to begin that prac-
tice at this late day. The second objection undertakes to state
that the war with Spain includes the period from April 21, 1898,
to July 4, 1902.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That takes in the Philippine insurrection.

Mr. SWING. That is what it is intended to cover. It was
put in at the request of the representatives of the Spanish-
American War veterans.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They were citizen soldiers; they were not
professional soldiers at that time.

Mr. COLLINS. If they were soldiers in the war, you do not
need this language.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The war was declared at an end and we
were then not engaged in warfare with any country. We had
taken over the Philippines, but the Philippine insurrection, for
the purposes of legislation, has always been included in the war
with Spain,

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The bill was introduced at the
request of the Spanish-American War veterans' organization
and that proviso was placed in it.

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman accept the amendments I
propose?

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is the gentleman going to
object unless we do?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. Then I accept the amendments,
but express the hope the language will be restored in the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk
will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete.,, That a joint resolution entitled * Joint resolution giv-
ing to discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines a preferred right of
homestead entry,” approved February 14, 1920, be, and the same is
herebyy, amended to read as follows:

“ That hereafter, for the period of 10 years following the passage of
this joint resolution, on the opening of public or Indian lands to entry,
or the restoration to entry of public lands theretofore withdrawn from
entry, such opening or restoration shall, in the order therefor, provide
for a period of not less than 90 days before the general opening of
such lands to disposal in which officers, soldiers, sailors, or marines
who have served in the Army or Navy of the United States in the war
with Germany and been honorably separated or discharged therefrom
or placed in the Regular Army or Naval Reserve shall have a preferred
right of entry under the homestead or desert land laws, if guallfied
thereunder, except as against prior existing valid settlement rights and
as against preference rights conferred by existing laws or equitable
claims subject to allowanece and confirmation: Provided further, That
the rights and benefits conferred by this joint resolution shall not
extend to any person who, having been drafted for service under the
provisions of the selective service act, shall have refused to render such
service or to wear the uniform of such service of the United Btates.”

BEc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior s hereby authorized to
make any and all regulations necessary to carry Into full forece and
effect the provisions hereof.

With committee amendments as follows:

On page 1, line 5, after the figures * 1920," insert “as amended by
joint resolution approved January 21, 1922, and as extended by joint
resolution approved December 28, 1822"

On page 2, line 1, after the word * followlng,” strike out * the pas-
gage of this joint resolution " and insert “ February 14, 1930.”

On page 2, line 9, strike out * the war with Germany " and insert
“any war, military occupation, or military expadition.”
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On page 2, line 17, after the word * confirmation,” insert * Provided,
That for the purposes of this resolution, the war with Spain shall be
considered to include the period from Aprll 21, 1898, to July 4, 1802:
Provided further, That the same preference rights are hereby extended
to apply to those citizens of the United States who served with the
allied armies during the World War and who were honorably dis-
charged, upon their resumption of citizenship in the United States,
provided the service with the allied armies shall be simiiar to the
gerviee with the Army of the United States for which recognition is
granted in this joint resohition.”

Mr. COLLINS, Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to the
committee amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis-
sippi offers an amendment to the committee amendments, which
the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CoLLiss to the committee amendment :
Sirike out, in line 10, the words * military occupation or military expe-
dition,” and on line 17 strike out “ Provided, That for the purposes of
this resolution the war with Spain shall be considered to include the
period from April 21, 1898, fo July 4, 1902.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment to the committee amendments.

The amendment to the committee amendments was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the commiitee amendments as amended.

The committee amendments as amended were agreed to,
© Mr. SWING. Mr. Speaker, since the proviso is stricken out
it is proper to strike out the word “ further,” after the word
“Provided,” on line 20. I move that the word *further” be
stricken out.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the motion of the gentleman from California.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Okla-
homa offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, after the word * States,” on line 7, insert: “ Provided, That
the lands known as the Oregon-California land grants shall be subject
to said entry, and when filed on the same shall be exempt from taxa-
tion by the counties where the same are located.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order on
that.

Mr. SWING. Mr, Speaker, I make a point of order on that
as not being germane.

Mr, McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say

that in making an investigation at one of the departments a few
days ago I found that this land, although public land and sub-
ject to homestead entry, is now being asseszed for taxation by
varions counties in Oregon and possibly one county in California,
and that the amount of taxes collected up to the present time is
more than $7,000,000. In other words, the Government is being
unjustly penalized because of a law that was passed which
was not understood by many Members of Congress, and I think
it is time that the matter was brought to the attention of this
body.
I am told that a portion of this land was reserved by the
Government in order that the same might be used for watersheds
in connection with the water supply of some cities in this area.
An opinion was written exempting same from assessment, but
the Attorney General overruled the opinion, and this portion is
not subject to homestead entry unless my amendment should be
adopted. Yet the counties are allowed to assess such areas up
to as high as $100 per acre, and the Treasury has to pay on this
basis.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman believe that that is a
proper amendment to the bill before the House?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is not at all
germane to this bill,

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I was told that this was a bill
that gave preference rights to certain persons who performed
services in our military operations and gave them a right to
make homestead entries ; therefore it would seem that my amend-
ment would be germane,

Mr. CRAMTON. The general subject of the public-land sys-
tem is not before the House. This is a proposition as to the
rights of soldiers and sailors to homestead entry. That is what
is before the House. The gentleman brings in something which,
though it has to do with the public lands, has nothing at all to
do with the rights of soldiers and sailors in homestead entries.
I make a point of order on the amendment.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Cali-
fornia renew his point of order?

Mr. SWING. Yes.

Mr, McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I wanted to conclude a sen-
‘tence. Will the gentleman withhold his point of order?

Mr. SWING. Yes.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I know that a
certain portion of this public land has been reserved for certain
‘purposes. I wanted to make these reserves eligible for home-
‘stead entry. If what I have offered is not germane to the
subject then I am willing that it should go out on a point of
'order.

Mr. SWING. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the point of order.

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SWING. I will withhold the point of order.

Mr. COLTON. An amendment is unnecessary. This law will
be applicable to these lands.

Mr. SWING. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon the point of order.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
be heard on the point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc-
CrinTic] is recognized.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, a point of order
is made against the amendment offered by me on the ground
that it is not germane to the bill now under consideration.

I assert that the land I refer to is public land, and publie
lands, unless there are certain restrictions levied against them,
are subject to homestead entry. I have been advised that a
portion of this particular area has been withdrawn in order
that it might furnish ample protection to certain reservoir sys-
tems that now supply cities in that particular area. Therefore
I offered the amendment in order that these public lands which
now have a temporary withdrawal order levied against them
might be eligible for homestead entry, thereby giving to those
who are named as a favored class in this legislation the right
to make a filing without being bothered by some existing regu-
lation that might prevent them from exercising such a right. I
desire that this legislative body should adopt an amendment
that would say to this favored class that they have a right to
make homestead entry on the lands in this particular area. 1
have been confidentially advised that President Coolidge, when
he signed the bill giving certain_counties the right to assess
these lands for taxation, did not have any econception of the
amount of money that this Government would have to pay in
carrying out the provisions of the law. When it is known that
they can be homesteaded and paid for at a rate of approxi-
mately $1.25 per acre, and the county authorities are assessing
them as high as $100 per acre, Members of Congress should
realize that such favoritism in the way of legislation is not
ethical or right. Therefore I am offering this amendment,
believing the same to be germane, with the hope that this cruel
method of taxing the people of the United States for the purpose
of supporting certain counties in Oregon will soon be brought
to an end.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion
that the amendment of the gentleman from Oklahoma is not
germane to this legislation, and therefore sustains the point of
order.

The committee amendments were agreed to,

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
~ time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

Amend the title so as to read: “ Joint resolution to amend a
joint resolution entitled ‘ Joint resolution giving to discharged
soldiers, sailors, and marines a preferred right of homestead
entry,’ approved February 14, 1920, as amended January 21,
1922, and as extended December 28, 1922,

NATIONAL CONVENTION, AMERICAN LEGION

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R,
10118), to authorize the Secretary of War to lend War Depart-
ment equipment for use at the Twelfth National Convention of
the American Legion, at Boston, Mass.,, during the month of
October, 1930,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, au-
thorized to lend, at his diseretion, to the American Legion 1930 Con-
vention Corporation, for use at the Twelfth National Convention of the
Ameriecan Leglon to be held at Boston, Mags., in the month of October,
1930, 15,000 cots, 30,000 blankets, 30,000 bed sheets, 15,000 pillows,
15,000 pillowcases, and 15,000 matiresses or bed sacks: Provided, That
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no expense shall be eaused the United States Government by the delivery
and return of said property, the same to be delivered at such time prior
to the holding of the said convention as may be agreed upon by the
Secretary of War and the American Legion 1930 Convention Corpora-
tion, through the director of housing of the American Legion 1930 Con-
vention  Corporation, Raymond O. Brackett: Provided further, That
the Secretary of War, before delivering said property, shall take from
the said American Legion 1930 Convention Corporation a good and suffi-
cient bond for the safe return of said property in good order and con-
dition, and the whole without expense to the United States,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was Iaid on the table.

POST-OFFICE SITE, AKRON, OHIO

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
3246) to authorize the sale of the Government property acquired
for a post-office site in Akron, Ohio.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, there does not seem to be any provision as to the minimum
amount for which the remaining property is to be sold. In
the original act of March 4, 1913, it was provided that the
building and site should not be sold for any sum less than
$100,000.

Mr, CRAMTON. If the gentleman will yield, this bill, it will
be noticed, provides that the remainder of the site will be sold
upon the terms and conditions provided in the act of Congress
of 1913. Hence, under that restriction, the remainder must be
sold for at least the amount named in the original act, not-
withstanding the small portion that has been diverted to street

use.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That was my construction, but I wanted
to make it clear that that was the intent of the bill; that it
refers back to the act of 1913 and to the conditions there im-

Mr. CRAMTON. That would seem to be quite clear,

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. R the right to object,
has the Post Office Department decided they would not build a
new Federal building in Akron?

Mr, CRAMTON. The act of 1913 definitely provided for the
sale of this site. The only question involved in the bill that
is now before the House is whether a small portion of the old
site may be used for street purposes. Perhaps the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. SeEmBerrLiNG] could explain it.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Answering the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin, we have a new post office, This bill provides for the sale
of the old site.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. But, if this bill is passed, will
the site be sold to the public under competitive bids, or will it
be a one-man transaction, such as these seandalous post-office
leases we have recently found in the Post Office Department.

Mr. SEIBERLING. It will be sold in accordance with the
law.

-Mr. CRAMTON. It provides for advertisement; either pub-
lic or private sale, after proper advertisement, under the exist-
ing law. The bill before the House only relates to the use of a
small part of the property for a street.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and empowered to dispose of the Government prop-
erty acquired for a post-office site at Akron, Ohlo, located on the
gsoutheast corner of East Market and South High Streets, in the follow-
ing mannper: To transfer by the usual quitelaim deed to the city of
Akron for the purpose of widening said East Market Street the
northerly portion of said site, beginning at the intersection of the
southerly line of East Market Street (between South Main and South
High Streets) extended easterly with the eastern line of South High
Street ; thence with the eastern line of South High Street north 18°
25' east, 11.20 feet, to the southern line of Kast Market Street;
thence with the southern line of East Market Street south 66° 13*
east, 133,77 feet, to the western line of Wheeler Lane Alley; thence
with the western line of Wheeler Lane Alley south 18° 21° west, 10.18
feet ; thence north 60° 43" west, 63.04 feet; thence north 71° 54’
west, T1.28 feet, to the place of beginning; and to sell the remainder
of the site upon the terms and conditions provided In the act of
Congress approved March 4, 1913, authorizing the sale of the above
old post-office property in Akron, Ohio.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.
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FACILITIES FOR THE ENFORCEMENT OF THE CUSTOMS AND IMMIGRA-
TION LAWS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10416) to provide better facilities for the enforcement of the
customs and immigration laws.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
‘ent congideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
Jject, this bill introduces an entirely new policy in the method of
constructing buildings by the departments. It gives a sort of
blanket authority to the Secretary of Labor to erect buildings—
small buildings, it is true—when, in his discretion, they are
necessary, and to take the money out of the general appropri-
ation fund. The next bill on the calendar provides the proper
way of authorizing the eonstruction of a building. I do not
believe we should establish this policy and custom because, al-
though small bunildings are involved in this instance, such a
policy and custom may grow into something very important.

Mr. CRAMTON. The precedent is not as serious as my friend
conceives it to be. This permits funds to be expended from an
appropriation for the general maintenance and operation of the
Customs and Immigration Services, respectively, and for the
acquisition of land and the erection of buildings, the expendi-
ture for any one site, land and building, not to exceed $3,000,
unless it serves both services, when the limit would be $6,000, of
which, I suppose, part would come from the appropriation of one
service and part from the appropriation of the other service.

This has to do with rather remote places, where some accom-
modations are necessary. Of course, it would not be at im-
portant points. Congress would not want to be disturbed by
passing legislation each time they wanted to put up a $3,000
building, including the cost of the gite. If we did do that, it
would probubly result in raising the price demanded for the
land because there had been some definite action of Congress
upon it. As a matter of fact, we do this same thing, in effect, in
many branches of the public service, I bave in mind that in the
item for the conduct of education in the Indian Service it is
provided that a certain amount of the sum appropriated may be
used for a purpose like this. I think the amount is $2,500, or
something like that. If the amount necessary is more than
that, then there must be the specific approval of Congress,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Are they portable schools?

Mr. CRAMTON. No; they are small structures.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We appropriate for the erection of small
structures for the Lighthouse Service and other departments.

Mr. CRAMTON. But not for items as small as $3,000, in-
cluding the site. Then, the gentleman must understand that
the Customs and Immigration Services are facing special emer-
gencies these days, and the setting up of new headquarters here
and there on the borders is sometimes rather essential and
urgent,

Mr. GREENWOOD. Does the gentleman know of any reason
why this item should not come in the regular way in the regular
appropriation bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not think it would be in order. I
would not want to say offhand, because I am not familiar with
existing law, but I am rather inclined to assume that the
thought of the department was that this would be of a legislative
character, and if it were included in an appropriation bill it
might be subject to a point of order. As a matter of fact, the
expenditure would be supervised each year in connection with
the appropriation bill.

Mr. GREENWOOD. If this bill should pass, then it would
come in the regular way if they should make a recommendation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes, When an appropriation for this pur-
pose is requested there would naturally be a set-up indicating
how many of these bulldings are to be put up and how much
they would cost. However, I will admit this: The appropria-
tions for the fisegl year 1931 have gone through the House, both
as to the Labor Department and as to the Treasury Department.
This bill would authorize them to use some part of that in the
fiscal year 1931 for these purposes without any further action
by Congress.

Mr. GREENWOOD. It occurred to me it would be unneces-
sary and would cause annoyance to have the departments come
in with these small items, and that it might be better to have
a general law covering propositions of this kind.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the next thing we know they will be
putting up post-office buildings.

Mr, CRAMTON. The protection here is the limitation as to
the amount.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would the gentleman object to this:
On page 1, line 4, after the word “ points,” insert the words
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“ along the Canadian and Mexican borders.” 1 want to narrow
it as much as-I can. :

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say that I am a sort of pinch hitter
here. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Erirorr], who fully
understands the measure, was here earlier in the afternoon,
but was called away. I promised to do what I could to explain
the measure. I do not think an amendment of that kind would
be an injury.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to narrow it so there will be no
abuse of the authority.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am not in suthority, but I would mot
object to the amendment.

Mr. JENKINS. Here would be the trouble about that. As
a member of the Committee on Immigration I have had some
experience with the matter. These Customs and Immigration
Service men are what we call the border patrol, but they do not
operate altogether on the border. Sometimes they operate as
far back as 200 miles from the border, and I think the main
reason for this legislation is that they want to establish certain
headquarters. For instance, I was on the Mexican border last
year and met the border patrol there. They wanted to build a
radio station out there in the mountaing, and they wanted to
make provigion for it. This would have been a very great help
to the border patrol and would not have cost much, and, of
course, it would not have been on any permanent roadway.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will say to the gentleman that I have
lived through the old pork-barrel days of appropriating for
public buildings. I was on the Committee on Public Buildings
when we brought in the bill whieh changed our whole system,
and I think it is a great improvement, although there may be
dissatisfaction here and there. I do not want to destroy that
system by allowing a harmless bill to creep in, if you please, that
may mean the establishment of a new policy.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman would be satisfied if the
amendment is agreed to?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I think with a limitation on the amount
:imljl ta limitation with respect to the locality, it would be all

ght.

Mr. CRAMTON.
quite satisfactory.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ohject,
I would like to have the opinion of the gentleman from Michi-
gan as to the authority conferred by the proviso. The language
is that the total amount which may be expended from any one
appropriation shall not exceed $3.000.

Mr, CRAMTON. No; for any one project.

Mr. STAFFORD (reading) :

That the total amount which may be expended from any ome appro-
priation for any ome project.

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. That might mean that from one appropria-
tion for one year they may expend $3,000.

Mr. CRAMTON. I see what the gentleman has in mind.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think that should
be eliminated? 3

Mr. CRAMTON. No; what they mean is this: They are
treating of two services in two departments, Customs and Fm-
migration, in Treasury and Labor and the language following
provides that where it is from two appropriations, that is, ap-
propriations for the two departments, it can be $£6,000.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no criticism as to the latter
language, but as to the former language it is susceptible of the
construction that the limitation only applies to one appropria-
tion.

Mr. CRAMTON. What would the gentleman suggest, from
the appropriation of one department?

Mr. STAFFORD (reading) :

That the total amount which may be expended for any one projlect,
including the cost of the site, ghall not exceed $3,000.

This gives full authority, and the language that follows is:

And that where quarters are erected or facilities provided for the
joint use of the Customs and Immigration Services the combined cost
charged to the two appropriations concerned shall not exceed $6,000—

And so forth. My thought is to strike out the clause ** from
any one appropriation.” The authority isstill there and the limit
of cost remains. It is not intended, I presume, to have the
same amount taken from snecessive appropriations, but it seems
to me the langnage would bear that construction.

Mr. CRAMTON. Suppese we strike out the language and
after the word “ construet,” put in “ for the use of the depart-
ment.”

Mr. STAFFORD. That is all right,

Mr. CRAMTON. That would clarify it.

If that will get the bill by, I think it will be
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Mr. STAFFORD. Now, one further suggestion, in reading
the report I noted they wished authority at one time to have
congidered the buying of a plece of land with a building on it.
The language restricts them merely to the acquistion of land.

Mr. CRAMTON. Where is the language that requires that?

Mr. STAFFORD. For instance, beginning at line 10, page 1,
and continuing, “ the necessary amounts for the acquisition of
land.” T would suggest there * and appurtenances, if any.”

Mr. CRAMTON. I think that is included now, but I would
not object to that.

Mr. STAFFORD. I think that might be included now, but a
technical construction might be otherwise,

Mr, CRAMTON. If you buy the land, you get whatever is
attached to it.

Mr, STAFFORD. That would be true if it were not for the
following language which is, “and the erection of buildings,
sheds, and office quarters,” and so forth. For this reason I
think it would be necessary to put in the qualifying phrase,
‘“and appurtenances, if any.”

Mr. CRAMTON. That would be agreeable.

Mr, SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, I would like to ask the proponents of this bill
to explain why we should pass a bill with the sky the limit,
practically authorizing appropriations of hundreds of thousands
of dollars, without any consideration by the Bureau of the
Budget?

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, this does not increase the appropria-
tions, it widens their availability. In the report signed jointly
by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of Labor,
Secretary Mellon and Secretary Davis—and I think the gentle-
man will agree that whatever these gentlemen agree on these
days we ought to think is probably all right—in their joint
report:

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I will say to the gentleman
that while I may agree with these two Cabinet officers, in the
future we may have a man in the Cabinet who is just about
as responsible, when it comes to the taxpayer's money as a
former member of the Cabinet has been with respect to post-
office building leases. -

Mr. CRAMTON. Let me say to the gentleman, he did not get
my remark. These two Cabinet officers agree on the necessity,
and they make this statement:

The highways at these points are not permanently improved, nor is
there definite assurance that the present locations of the roads will be
maintained when improvement is finally made. It would, therefore, be
unwise to expend considerable sums of Government funds to provide
buildings for office purposes and living quarters at these points, The
existing econditions, however, are deplorable and the facilities inadequate,
Buch situations could be remedied inexpensively if the respective appro-
priations for the Customs and Immigration Services were available for
constructing modest but neat and comfortable offices and living quarters.

The sites in such localities could often be obtained without expense
and in all cases at a nominal cost.

If this bill passes it will not authorize any new appropria-
tion. It simply authorizes the use of the appropriations avail-
able and Congress always has an opportunity to review them.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Available for construction or
available for salaries and for other purposes?

Mr. CRAMTON. They will necessarily be restricted, because
other demands on these appropriations are so pressing all the
time.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the same buildings be
used as an arsenal fo house shotguns of Federal agents who
are waging war against violators of the prohibition law?

Mr. CRAMTON. They might use one as a kind of fortress
of defense against well-armed rum runnerg, but the report does
not mention it. [Laughter.]

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It is clear that the necessity
for this bill shows that it is another extraordinary expense put
on the taxpayers as the result of prohibition. I shall not
object. [Laughter.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, it is under-
stood that I shall offer an amendment which will not be re-
sisted?

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman from New York will make
it elear—I do not want to agree to an amendment that could be
construed as meaning that the building must be exactly on the
border line. If it is to be construed simply as having to do
with enforcement on the border that is all right.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is understood that it means along the
Canadian and Mexican borders—that it means the border sery-
ice—anywhere within the area of the border service.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection,
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it emacted, ete., That to provide better faecilities for the enforce-
ment of the customs and immigration laws at points where no Federal
bulldings are available or buildings adapted or suitably logated for the
purpose are available for rental, the Secretary of the Treasury and the
Secretary of Labor are hereby authorized to expend from the funds
appropriated for the general maintenance and operation of the Customs
and Immigration Services, respectively, the necessary amounts for the
acquisition of land and the erection of buildings, sheds, and office
quarters, including living quarters for officers where none are otherwise
available : Provided, That the total amount which may be expended
from any one appropriation for any one project, including the cost of
the site, shall not exceed $3,000, and that where quarters are erected or
facilities provided for the joint use of the Customs and Immigration
Seryices the combined cost charged to the two appropriations concerned
shall not exeeed $6,000 for any one projeet, including the site.

mebg:. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 4, after the word “ points,” insert “along the Canadian
and Mexican borders.”

_ Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gentleman will
insert that after the word “laws” in the same line it will be a
little clearer,

Mr. LAGUARDIA.
extent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the modi-
fied amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 4, after the word *laws,” insert “along the Canadian
and Mexican borders.”

I will modify my amendment to that

The amendment was agreed to.

M:‘. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 4, strike out the words “ from any one appropriation,”
and after the word * project,” in line 5, insert “ for the use of one
department.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

CONSTRUCTION OF BUILDING FOR RADIO RESEARCH INVESTIGATION

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10652) to authorize the Secretary of Commerece to purchase land
and to construct buildings and facilities suitable for radio
research investigation.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, the report
does not give any information as to what is being done in the
way of radio research by universities. I know there is con-
giderable research work being undertaken by certain of our
larger universities. In fact the Navy Department is sending to
certain universities their advanced students, members of the
Signal Corps, or what corresponds to that service if in the Army,
to take advanced studies. I have read the report rather care-
fully, and I had difficulty in seeing why we should establish
special centers for this work away from the Bureau of
Standards.

There is some argument imade, it is true, as to the need of
these investigational studies in radio broadeasting free from
electrical and other disturbances, but what possesses me mostly
is that there is no showing here that it is necessary to have this
work undertaken under the auspices of the Bureau of Stand-
ards. I am especially interested in learning whether it is neces-
sary to have the Bureau of Standards to undertake this work if
similar studies are being undertaken by private establishments,
As this involves considerable expense, I fsk unanimous consent,
as the gentleman from Indiana is not present to explain the
real purposes of the bill, that it may be passed over without
prejudlce. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

CONSTRUCTION OF EURAL POST ROADS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 7585) to amend the act entitled “An act to provide that
the United States shall aid the States in the construction of
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rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11,
1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, this is merely an authorization for an appropriation?

Mr. COLTON. This amends the basic law. It is a little more
than an authorization bill. There would have to be an authori-
zation bill passed later. This amends the law of July 11, 1916,
and would make it possible for an authorization bill to follow.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But you would have to come here for an
authorization bill?

Mr., COLTON. Yes. That is as I understand the situation.

Mr. CRAMTON. What does the gentleman mean by an
authorization bill?

Mr. COLTON. Take as an illustration the Dowell bill. The
Dowell bill is bottomed on the same legislation that this bill
secks to amend, and yet each two years we bring in an authori-
zation bill for an appropriation. If we follow that precedent, we
would pass an authorization bill.

Mr. COLLINS. This bill, as I understand it, simply permits
these public-land States to get an additional sum of money
other than that they now get under the regular road ap-
propriation bill. Under present law in determining the amount
that these States receive, the extent of public lgnd is con-
sidered, but this bill will enable these States to get an addi-
tional sum of money.

Mr. COLTON. Yes. We are working, of course, as the gen-
tleman knows

Mr. COLLINS. To get more.

Mr. COLTON. On a general road-building program in the
United States, and as is the case with forest reserves, there are
tracts of land owned by the Government of the United States
that are not within forests across which we need to build con-
necting links, and this would authorize the Congress in the
future to make special appropriations to take care of those cases
in the public-land States where, under existing conditions, roads
on the Federal-aid system can not be built. It would enable us
to do on a smaller scale what we are doing in the national
forests.

Mr. COLLINS. When the authorization bill was enacted, all
of these things about which the gentleman speaks were con-

sidered.
Mr. COLTON. So far as I am informed, the hearings do not
g0 disclose. There was an attempt only to provide for a general

system of Federal-aid roads and to appropriate for that Fed-
eral-aid system in a general way, and also for the forests' high-
ways, but no special consideration given to the roads on the
public domain. No provision has ever been made for them.
Yet there are many places where help is imperative if we are
ever to have a completed road system.

Mr. COLLINS. The result of the passage of this bill would be
to give these particular States all that they ordinarily get out of
general road appropriations and in addition this added amount.

Mr. COLTON. Whatever Congress should see fit to appro-
priate to build roads across the Government land would, of
course, be added.

Mr. COLLINS. And at the present time you can not get what
you would get if this bill should pass?

Mr. COLTON. No; and we can not get roads that form con-
lt)ieetmg links on the public domain without special appropria-

ons,

Mr. COLLINS. And if this bill should be agreed to, what
would it cost to build the roads through these States?

Mr. COLTON. It is understood that we would ask for perhaps
two or three million dollars for three years, until some of the
absolutely necessary links in Federal-aid roads are constructed.

Mr. COLLINS. Thirty million dollars has been suggested
to me.

Mr. COLTON. Oh, no such amounts are contemplated. I say
two or three million dollars for a period of two or three years,
and not to exceed nine or ten millions. Two years ago Congress
passed a special authorization act anthorizing three and a half
million dollars for three years, or a total of ten and a half
million dollars for this purpose. The bill passed both Houses
but was vetoed by the President.

Mr, COLLINS. And this is the same bill?

Mr. COLTON. No.

More.dg}OLLIN 8. Or practically the same bill that Mr. Coolidge
vet

Mr. COLTON. No. That was a special appropriation bill,
This bill would amend the basic law and enable Congress to
pass special appropriation bills as the circumstances justified.
This legislation has been indorsed by the National Association
of Highway Officials and by many other associations all over the
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country which are Interested in securing good roads. There
is no other way of raising the money to build the roads across
the Government land except for Congress to appropriate.

Mr, COLLINS. I much prefer an authorization, so that Con-
gress can know the outside figure to be expended.

Mr. CRAMTON. The other bill that was vetoed by President
Coolidge 1 thought I could unders .nd, but I am at rather a
loss on this one. It provides, first:

The Becretary of Agriculture is authorized to cooperate with the State
highway departments and with the Department of the Interior in the
survey, construction, reconstruction, and maintenance of main roads
through unappropriated or unreserved public lands, nontaxable Indian
lands, or other Federal reservations other than the forest reservations.

I do not understand that the Department of Agriculture co-
operates with State authorities in maintaining roads now in
Federal highway systems. That would be a new departure
there, would it not?

Mr. COLTON. They cooperate in maintaining forest roads,
but not on the Federal-aid system of roads outside the national
forests,

Mr. CRAMTON. But on this they do cooperate?

Mr, COLTON. Yes. They would cooperate until there was
some other way of maintaining the roads.

Mr. CRAMTON. That first sentence is based purely on a
question of cooperation between the Federal and the State Gov-
ernments, Then the bill provides:

Such sums as the Congress may hereafter authorize to be expended
under the provisions of this section shall be apportioned among those
States having more than 5 per cent of their area In the lands here-
inbefore deseribed and shall be prorated and apportioned to said States
in the proportion that said lands in each of said States is to the total
ared of sald lands in the Btates eligible under the provisions of this
section, and no contribution from the States shall be required in the
expenditure thereof,

That would seem to mean that when Congress passes the
agricultural appropriation bill at this Congress with $125,-
000,000 for the fiscal year 1931, under this authority a portion
of that $125,000,000—and the bill has not yet passed the House
and Senate but is in conference and will not become a law in-
side of several weeks—would be available for the construction
of roads across these lands without State cooperation.

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman is exactly right.

Mr. CRAMTON. Because the language is not “ such sums as
Congress may hereafter authorize to be appropriated,” but
“guch sums as Congress may hereafter authorize to be ex-
pended.” When we pass an appropriation bill we authorize the
expenditure of that money, and hence any road item in an
appropriation bill that becomes a law after this bill becomes a
law would be available for the construction of these roads.

Mr. COLTON. There was no intention of doing that. T am
willing to change that language so as to provide that, * such
sums as Congress shall hereafter authorize to be appropriated,”
shall be substituted for the language just read. There is no
intention to divert any of the $125,000,000 to this special pur-
pose, There are connecting links in our Federal-aid system
that cross large areas of public domain, where there is no
privately owned property at all, nothing to be taxed. We want
help for such areas.

It is an im ty to build roads in some sections now.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman from Utah that
I am in thorough sympathy with what he is trying to do. I
have been through those regions where the Government owns all
the land, with nothing taxable, I think the Government, if it
is going to have a national system of highways, needs to con-
nect them up across its own property, and I would like to see
the bill, if it goes through, made clear encugh and extensive
enough to accomplish what is wanted. The first sentence au-
thorizes the department to cooperate. The second sentence says
the money shall be apportioned among the States—

And no contribution from the States shall be required in the expendi-
ture thereof,

Mr. COLTON, The gentleman will realize that in most of
the States the money for building roads is raised by taxation in
the counties, and the counties are the units. There are large
areas of land where there is no taxable property, and if we made
it on the basis of cooperation we would get nowhere in building
the roads to which I am referring.

Mr. CRAMTON. But there is a conflict between those two
sentences.

Further, a later sentence reads:

The roads constructed and maintained under the provisions of this
gection shall be of the same standard as to width and character of
construction as the Federal Government reguires of the States under
like conditions,
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This is a question that I went into a couple of years ago
with Mr, MacDonald and Mr. Hughes, of the Bureau of Publie
Roads. In fact, I met them when they were making a study
of this very problem in New Mexico. At that time Mr. Mac-
Donald had come to the conclusion—and so far as I know he
still holds to that belief—that a great deal of good could be
done by building not the sort of paved highways that we require
of the States in connected highways, roads that run into large
amounts of money, but roads that would be sufficient to take
care of the traffic that is calling for them; and it would seem
to me that this sentence to which I have called attention would
be contrary to the belief of Mr. MacDonald.

Mr, STAFFORD. Would not this requirement also compel
the service to make the same width of road going over the
mountains, which would be very expensive?

Mr. CRAMTON. You take the Navajo country and other
Indian reservations. There is no occasion there for a paved
highway. Your money would not last long enough if you made
the highways to cover those areas.

Mr, COLTON. In none of these places are they building
even a paved highway. The most we hope to get is a gravel
road.

Mr. CRAMTON. What is the minimum standard that the
Government requires in the expenditures of Federal funds in
cooperation with the States? They are higher, in my opinion,
than the standard Mr. MacDonald has in mind here.

Mr. COLTON. I think those standards vary.
think you counld state exactly what they are in all cases.
vary.

Mr. MacDonald, the Director of the Bureau of Public Roads,
has heartily indorsed this bill. He came before the committee
and urged the passage of the bill. The only reason for this
measure is that if we are building through a section—and I may
say that the gentleman must not get the impression that our
States are not building roads, even across Government lands,
because we are building many roads across Government-owned
land—the only reason I say is simply to take care of instances
where we can not raise money for building the type of roads
absolutely needed and recommended by the Bureau of Public
Roads without Government aid. Where these connecting links
are built they should be built to the same standard as the ap-
proaching roads, in order that they may carry the same traffic.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this bill
was as to the distribution of funds. My understanding is that
the Bureau of Public Roads has a restriction on the spending
of the money to places where the department believes it should
be spent. But under this bill you will allocate the funds in the
public domain. )

Mr. COLTON. I would rather leave the discretion in the
Bureau of Public Roads in accordance with the suggestion made
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, CramrToN]. We make the
alloeation of the funds to the various States, and after they are
allocated the department should use its discretion in cooperation
with the States in deciding upon particular places for its use.
The allotments are made on the ratio of the publicly owned
land to the privately owned lands within each State.

Mr. GREENWOOD. How is it allocated?

Mr. COLTON. It is allocated by the Department of Agricul-
ture on the basis of the public domain within the various States,
if that is what the gentleman means. Of course, the original
allocation is made under the provisions of the basic road act,
but the per cent of participation by the Federal Government is
determined by the amount of public lands.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Is it the purpose to base it on the pro-
portion of the Government-owned land in the public-land States?

Mr. COLTON. Yes; the participation by the Government is
on that basis.

No doubt it would give a larger assignment to that State
where it is absolutely needed, than to some State where not so
much was needed.

Mr. GREENWOOD. But they are held down to a percentage
basis. They have no discretion now in distributing the fund,
except on a fixed percentage basis.

Mr. COLTON. No. It is exactly the same as under the pro-
visions of the forest act.

Mr. CRAMTON. Is it not a fact that this greatly extends our
maintenance obligation?

Mr. COLTON. It extends it to that part that we would build
on the public domain until there is some method of maintaining
the roads; yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, we will assume permanently, as long
as these are Federal lands, the maintenance as well as the con-
struction. I have the impression that the Colton bill, which was

I do not
They

passed by the House, provided for State maintenance,
Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill go over without prejudice.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis-
sippl [Mr, Corrins] asks unanimous consent that the bill go over
without prejudice. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

REIMBURSABLE CHARGES AGAINST INDIAN TRIBES

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10879) directing the Becretary of the Interior to investigate
reimbursable charges against Indian tribes, and for other pur-

poses,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this subject is one of very great importance in which the de-
partment has already a very large amount of authority. There
is nothing to prevent the department studying this question, and
using funds now available, and making such recommendations
as they desire. Not only that, but considerable has been done
with reference to this subject., In the last two or three years
I have been somewhat responsible for wiping off the slate cer-
tain charges that were put on the books as reimbursable charges.
They have just reorganized the bureau. The commissioner and
assistant commissioner are new men of good ability and high
ideals. They are trying to familiarize themselves with condi-
tions, I think it will be better to let them have a little time to
get familiar with conditions before thrusting upon them heavy
new burdens, i

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield.

Mr. LEAVITT. As I understand the gentleman's position,
this is work which should be done, but——

Mr, CRAMTON. Baut should be done properly.

Mr. LEAVITT. But which does not require this particular
piece of legislation?

Mr. CRAMTON. Legislation no doubt would be required be-
fore the job is completed. But legislation is not reguired to
authorize the department to make the study and funds are not
required.

Mr, LEAVITT. But the department states, and the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs states, that they do require some addi-
tional funds in order to make the study of the reclamation
projects on the Indian reservations,

Mr. CRAMTON. My thought is that they have no need for
$50,000, and I do not believe it is desirable to go out with a brass
band and try to organize a demand for wiping charges off the
slate, I would like to see it done in some kind of a judicial
spirit, without regard to local demands that may be aroused
through the passage of this bill.

Mr. LEAVITT. Of course, the purpose of this bill, in the
mind of the Committee on Indian Affairs, is to meet one of the
most fundamental problems in solving the entire Indian ques-
tion. It is to make possible the adjustment of some of these
charges that exist against Indian tribes from long times in the
past and which are hampering their advancement.

Mr. CRAMTON. I think something should be done,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why could we not wipe them off the
books?

Mr. CRAMTON. The new Commissioner of Indian Affairs
and the Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs have been
identified with organizations which had high ideals and theories
but not in touch with faets. They are going into the field, as
they have an opportunity, to study conditions. In six months or
a yeur they will be much better able to judge of those con-
ditions. I believe they have enough troubles without thrusting
this burden precipitately upon them.

Mr. LEAVITT. In reply to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. LAGuarpia]l, I introduced a bill about a year ago that
would authorize the Secretary of the Interior, on his own inves-
tigation, to wipe out charges that are unjustly standing against
Indian tribes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And these are old, uncollected charges?

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes. On one Indian reservation years ago,
by authority of Congress, an irrigation diteh was built and a
wooden flume. The Indians were not taught how to use the
water. The wooden flume has fallen down for many years, and
still the cost of that project rests against that Indian tribe.
We are at this time trying to get lands allotted to them and
bring them closer to being self-supporting, but when it comes to
a question of funds to enable them to do this which is now
constructively necessary we find these old charges, in that case,
the reclamation charge. As far as this same tribe is concerned,
there is another instance where the Government said to these
Indians, * We ought to use your money to buy a herd of cattle " ;
and then the Government, handling their herd of ecattle, lost
nearly all of them. 8till, the charges are against the Indians.
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When the Indians get a little money, using reason, of course,
because they do not want to injure the Indians, the authorities
take, as opportunity comes, money from those Indians to meet
these old charges.

Mr. CRAMTON. 1 think it is doubtful, Mr. Speaker, whether
a dollar has ever been taken to pay off these old charges. Not
recently, in any event.

Mr. LEAVITT. I know it has been done,

Mr. CRAMTON. But not in recent years.

Mr. LEAVITT. Congress should authorize the Indian Bureau
to wipe out these charges, just as would be the case if the
gentleman from Michigan and myself, owing money to a bank,
should fall into difficulties, or i1l health, or something like that,
the bank could adjust that debt with us and give us more time
to wipe out some of it: but there is no authority with regard
to these debts against the Indians at this time to readjust them
and charge them off, and it must be done.

Mr. CRAMTON. But, in the last 10 years, I think I am safe
in saying that not one dollar of Indian funds has been used to
pay construction irrigation charges.

Mr. LEAVITT. I have received a letter within the last two
weeks from a man who owns land in one of these irrigation
projects, who got authority and sold some other land thinking
it would enable him to plant his crops and help educate his
children, and he found that that entire amount, or much of it,
had been taken to pay off some accumulated water charges on
other lands that he owned, under an irrigation project.

Mr., CRAMTON. Was he a restricted Indian?

Mr. LEAVITT., He is a restricted Indian or they could not
handle his funds.

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, that is something new to me. Year
after year we go over all of these Indian irrigation projects
and we find the amount that has been expended for construc-
tion and that nothing is being collected. We have not urged
that there ought to be any collections. I think it is desirable
that there be a study of these things. There is ample authority
of law for them to make the study and there is no limit of the
authority to make appropriations. If this bill passes, then they
can spend $50,000, and after that they can not spend anything.

Mr, LEAVITT. This $50,000 is merely to pay the cost of a
careful study, including the services of two men not now a
part of the Indian Bureau and who, under the present situation,
+ could not be hired.

Mr., CRAMTON. There is nothing to prevent them from
getting the mroney from the Committee on Appropriations
through an appropriation bill, and if anything had been said
to our committee showing the need of those two men for that
purpose I am sure it would have met the approval of the com-
mittee. I am sure there is nothing to prevent them from hiring
those men now to make this study.

Mr. LEAVITT. That entirely satisfies me.

Mr. CRAMTON. They have as much right to have those men
as they have to have a Conrmissioner of Indian Affairs,

Mr. LEAVITT. If they have the money.

Mr. CRAMTON. If they need money, they should ask for it.

Mr. LEAVITT. I will present the matter in conneetion with
the next deficiency bill, because all I am interested in is not the
passage of this bill but to get the study made and these old
charges adjusted.

Mr. CRAMTON. However, we are not going to have men
appointed who think the Treasury of the United States only
exists for the purpose of relieving Indians.

Mr. LEAVITT. There is nothing in this bill which contem-
plates that.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am sure of that, because it is presented
by the gentleman from Montana, in whom I have a great deal
of confidence. If men are selected who will use good, common
horse sense and have some regard for the Treasury of the
United States, I think nobody will object to their appointmrent.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the gentleman from Michigan says
if you will apply for the appropriation you will get it.

Mr. LEAVITT. That is very, very good news to me.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, So that is eliminated. Now, assuming
this study is made, has the commissioner or the Secretary
of the Interior authority at the present time to wipe off some
of these old charges?

Mr. LEAVITT. No, he has not; and this bill would not give
it to him.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then you are all right if you get your
appropriation,

Mr, CRAMTON. I think I am justified in saying that within
the last year or two, through the cooperation of the gentleman
from Montana and myself, from $1,000,000 to $2,000,000 of
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such charges have been wiped off, where the propriety for such
action was very clear and recommended by the burean.

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes. The gentleman from Michigan has
been very helpful in that direction. This bill is the result of a
proposal made by me along the line of the suggestion of the
gentleman from New York, that the Secretary be given au-
thority to adjust these old charges. The department reported
that the method in this bill is the better method, but I do not
agree with them. I think there should be direct authority to
do that.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, the gentleman has the direct com-
mitment of the distinguished chairman of the Subcommittee on
Appropriations.

Mr. LEAVITT. I will state that I am entirely satisfied with '
to-day’'s developments in the advancement of this idea.

Mr. CRAMTON. Of course, I can not speak for the com-
mittee but am expressing my own views.

Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will permit, I would like
to ask if this bill contemplates an investigation such as is eov-
ered in a bill I introduced, authorizing a suit—and which
has been indorsed, as I understand, by the Department of the
Interlor—for the Warm Springs Indians, Does this bill con-
template an investigation of their claims?

Mr. LEAVITT. This bill would authorize and eall for an
investigation of all outstanding reimbursable charges against
Indian tribes, and would appropriate $50,000 for expenses on
the statement of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that that
amount is necessary to make the proper investigation of re-
imbursable charges having to do with reclamation projects on
Indian reservations. Then, as the next step it would require
that the report of the findings be made to the Congress so that
Congress could then take such action as was necessary or
Jjustified under the circumstances,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON. I object.

UTAH STATE TEEASURER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 1601) to authorize the Department of Agriculture to
issue two duplicate checks in favor of Utah State treasurer
where the originals have been lost.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That notwithstanding the provisions of section
3646, as amended, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the
disbursing clerk of the Department of Agriculture is authorized and
directed to issue, without the requirement of an Indemnity bond, a
duplicate of original check No. 42772, drawn Mareh 17, 1928, in
tfavor of Utah Btate treasurer for $1,066.27 and original check No.
52754, drawn March 17, 1928, in favor of Utah State treasurer for
$21,848.96, and lost, stolen, or miscarried in the mails.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

ADMINISTEATION OF THE NATIONAL PARKS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 8163) to facilitate the administration of the national
parks by the United States Department of the Interior, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
the bill is one that is very desirable,

Mr. STAFFORD. The Consent Calendar will be reached
again within 10 days.

Mr, CRAMTON. As the bill is to be passed over, I would
like to make this statement: That the committee has eliminated
sections 3 and 11, as I understand. That is upon the theory
that those matters are sufficiently taken care of in H. R. 5568,
which is now pending. I happen to be the introducer of H. R.
5568, the uniform contract bill, and while I am hopeful it may
pass and become law, it has not yet been reported by the com-
mittee and no one can guarantee it will become law. Hence it
is my suggestion that the committee consider leaving sections
8 and 11 in the bill. Then, of course, if the contract bill does
become law, all right; otherwise they would be in and effective.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wiscon-
sin asks unanimous cousent that this bill may be passed over
without prejudice. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CARLSBAD CAVERNS NATIONAL PARK

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
0895) to establish the Carlsbad Caverns National Park, in the
State of New Mexico, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the author of this bill what is the probable
lcusit and what is the real reason for the enactment of the legis-
ation?

Mr. COLLINS. I am not the author, but I have given some
thought to this bill. The Carlsbad Caverns undoubtedly are the
greatest caverns in this country and, perhaps, in the whole
world. They were discovered, so I understand, in 1900, by a
man by the name of Jim White, and were brought to the atten-
tion of Dr. George Otis Smith, Director of the Geological Survey,
by Hon. Richard F. Burges, of El Paso, Tex., not only one of
the great lawyers of this couniry, but one of our foremost
bibliophiles. The interest of this distinguished American in
these caverns, without doubt, hastened the Interior Department
in making investigations which will ultimately disclose under-
ground scenic beauties not elsewhere to be found.

Mr. SIMMS. Mr. Speaker, it is not contemplated, as I under-
stand, under the terms of the bill to substantially increase the
annual outlay for the operation of this natural wonder. It is
thought by the Director of the National Park Service and others
in authority that the Carlsbad Caverns Monument, as it is now,
is of sufficient importance and interest from many standpoints
to justify its inclusion among the national parks of the country.
It has attracted the favorable attention of hundreds of thou-
sands of people of the country.

Mr. JONES of Texas. If the gentleman will yield I would
like to suggest that the folks in my section of the country regard
this, as I think it is generally regarded, as the most wonderful
thing of its kind in the world. I think the adoption of this
measure is thoroughly justified.

Mr. JENKINS. What I am particularly interested in is this:
I notice it has been considered heretofore as a national monu-
ment. What change is it proposed to make?

Mr. SIMMS. No change in the expenditure of money, simply
a change in status to include it among.the more important areas
of the country.

Mr. COLTON. In other words, this makes of it a national
park instead of a natiomal monument.

Mr. LEAVITT. If the gentleman will permit, it was a na-
tional monument to begin with becanse, as a great natural
wonder that had been discovered and partly explored, it could
be withdrawn by proclamation of the President and preserved
during its development. This development has shown it to be
what the other gentlemen speaking for the bill have said, one of
the greatest natural wonders in the world, and action of Con-
gress is required to give it national park status.

Mr. JENKINS. This carries with it, naturally——

Mr. LEAVITT. No inecreased appropriation, because it has
been developed already on the standard of a national park.
The same thing happened, let me add, in connection with the
great canyon known as the Grand Canyon of the Colorado. It
went through this same process, first presidential proclamation
and then an act of Congress creating it a national park.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Is this a part of the public domain at
the present time, so it will not be necessary to buy any of the
land?

Mr. SIMMS. It is a part of the public domain. It may in-
terest gentlemen to know that the receipts from the park are
greater than the annual outlay.

Mr. JENKINS. I am pleased to have that information.

Mr. BRIGGS. As I understand, it is not contemplated to
place any heavier burden upon the Government than now ob-
tains in connection with its upkeep?

Mr. SIMMS. Not at all.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the tract of land heretofore known as the
Carlsbad Cave National Monument, in the State of New Mexico, estab-
lished and designated as a national monument under the act of June
8, 1906, entitled “An act for the preservation of American antiguities,”
and by presidential proclamation of October 25, 1923, be, and the same
is herely, declared to be a national park and dedicated as a publie
park for the benefit and enjoyment of the people under the name of
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the Carlsbad Caverns National Park, under which name the aforesaid
national park shall be entitled to receive and to use all moneys hereto-
fore or hereafter appropriated for the Caslsbad Cave National Monu-
ment.

SEc. 2. That the adminlstration, protection, and development of said
Carlsbad Caverns National Park shall be exercised under the direction
of the Becretary of the Interlor by the National Park Serviece, subject
to the provisions of the act of August 25, 1916, entitled “An act to es-
tablish a National Park Service, and for other purposes,” and acts
supplementary thereto or amendatory thereof.

Spc. 3. That the provisions of the act of June 10, 1920, known as
the Federal water power act, shall not apply to or extend over the land
hereby or hereafter reserved and dedicated as the Carlsbad Caverns
Natlonal Park.

Smc. 4. That the boundaries of sald Carlsbad Caverns National Park
may be enlarged by subsequent proclamation or proclamations of the
President upon the recommendations of the Secretary of the Interior.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

SALE OF TIMBERLAND IN MINNESOTA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H, R.
9934) providing for the sale of timberland in four townships in
the State of Minnesota.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. DMr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, I would like to ask a guestion with reference
to the application of existing law. I find on page 2 of the
committee report that the commissioner states that:

These lands are subject to sale under section 2455, Revised Statutes,
if isolated tracts, at public auction at not less than the appraised price.

Why is it necessary to enact this legislation and provide for
closed sale without the public having an opportunity to buy
under competitive conditions?

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, may I say in reply to the gen-
tleman that an attempt was made by various individuals to buy
some of these tracts last fall but the land office at Cass Lake
held they were not isolated tracts and would therefore have
to be entered as agricultural lands. The purpose of this legis-
lation is to permit the sale of these lands under the same con-
ditions as those carried in the stone and timber act, which
would not require residence thereon.

As the gentleman will observe, these lands are to be sold at
$2.50 an acre, and the money is to be paid into the tribal funds
of the Chippewa Indians in accordance with treaty.
s.h?lr"’ LAGUARDIA. And this is limited to only four town-

ps?

Mr. ENUTSON. Yes; and I might say further that terming
these lands timberlands is erroneous, because they were burnt
over very severely last fall; in fact, my best judgment is that
all they would be good for now would be for pasturage.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin, Would the gentleman have any
objection to incorporating an amendment inserting the words,
“at public sale,” after the word “sold,” in line 7%

Mr. ENUTSON. I do not know that I would object, but I
do not think that would make any material difference. The
treaty with the Chippewa Indians provides that these lands
shall be gold for $2.50 an acre, and I can assure the gentleman
that is all the lands are worth. I do not see why it should be
necessary to hold a public sale. In the first place, it would -
probably not be possible to dispose of all of them at one time,
and under the gentleman’s amendment they could only be sold
at public sale. Under the language of the bill as it now stands
anyone could go to the land office at Cass Lake and buy these
lands at any time for $2.50 an acre. They may sell 40 acres
now and 40 acres next month or next year, but if they were
compelled to advertise these lands every so often probably they
would not be able to get them up for sale more than once or
twice and they could not be sold after that were done. Then,
too, the cost of advertising would probably consume the total
receipts.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Inasmuch as the author of the
bill, the distinguished gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Knxur-
sox], is a chief of the Chippewas and seems to think that the
bill without the amendment will produce more revenue for the
Chippewas I shall withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enaccted, etc.,, That vacant, unappropriated, unreserved lands
valued chiefly for timber in townships 158 and 159 north, range 32
west and in townships 158 and 159, range 33 west, fifth principal
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meridian, Beltrami County, Minn., In the former Red Lake Indian Res-
ervation, may be gold to eitizens of the United Biates, or to persons who
have declared their intention to become soch, under regulations to be
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interlor, In quantities not exceeding
160 acres to any one person or association of persons, at the appraised
value, but in no ease less than $2.50 per acre: Provided, That nothing
herein contained shall defeat or impair any bona fide claim under any
law of the United States, or anthorize the sale of the improvements of
eny bona fide settler.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,
FIXING THE SIZE OF FARM UNITS ON DESERT-LAND ENTRIES

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
1186) to amend section 5 of the act of June 27, 1906, conferring
authority upon the Secretary of the Interior to fix the size of
farm units on desert-land enfries when included within na-
tional reclamation projects.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. JENKINS. Reserving the right to cbject, I would like
to ask the author of the bill a question. I notice on page 2 of
the bill it provides that certain homestead rights given to people,
under cerizin conditions, are required to relinquish them. From
the standpoint of the law against confiscation of property, how
can you justify that?

Mr. FRENCH. I am glad to answer the gentleman. The
bill refers to lands upon which entries under the desert land act
were made before reclamation withdrawal. Following the
withdrawal an entryman under the desert land law could go
ahead and develop a water system of his own with which to
reclaim his land, and thus would not need to come under the
reclamation project. On the other hand, should he prefer to
come under the general reclamation law and receive the advan-
tages through the development of the reclamation project that
other settlers receive, he ought to conform to the conditions
imposed on other people who have homesteaded lands or who
own private property.

Mr. JENKINS, My idea was that you were going to estab-

lish a water system and compel him to give up half of his |

land.

Mr. FRENCH. No; we do not compel him to unless he pre-
fers the system and wants to come in and develop his land
under the same conditions that other people accept, some, even,
who own property in fee——

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provizo to section 5 of the act of June
27, 1906, chapter 3359, Thirty-fourth Statutes, page 520, be amended
g0 as to read as follows:

“ Provided, That If after Investigation the irrigntion project has
been or may be abandoned by the Government, time for compliance with
the desert land law by any guch entryman shall begin to run from the
date of notice of such abandonnrent of the project and the restoration
to the public domain of the lands withdrawn in connection therewith,
and eredit shall be allowed for all expenditures and improvements there-
tofore made on any such desert-land entry of which proof has been or
may be filed; but if the reclamation project iz carried to completion so
as to make available a water supply for the land embraced in any such
desert-land entry the entryman shall thereupon comply with all the
provisions of the aforesaid action of June 17, 1902, and shall relinquish
all land enrbraced within his desert-land entry in excess of ome farm
unit, as determined by the Secretary of the Tnterior, and as to such
retained farm unit he shall be entitled to make final proof and obtain
patent upon compliance with the regulations of sald Becretary ap-
plicable to the remainder of the irrigable land of the project and with
the ternws of payment prescribed in said act of June 17, 1902, and not
otherwise. But nothing herein contained shall be held to require a
desert-land entryman who owns a water right and reclalms the land
embraced in his entry to aceept the conditions of sald reclamation act.'

With the following committce amendment:

Poge 2, line 14, after the word * relinqguish,” insert * within a
reasonable time after nmotice as the Secretary may prescribe and not less
than two years.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

INVESTIGATIONS OF COTTON GINNING

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R,
10173) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to conduct
investigations of cotton ginning.
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The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, I want to
inquiry if this study is on the mechanical end of the process, or
is it the agricultural study that is contemplated?

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is the mechanical process.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would it not fit better in the Bureau of
Standards than in the Department of Agriculture?

Mr, BUCHANAN. No, I think not; because $50,000,000 dam-
ages done to the lint cotton produced each year is caused by
the gin saws tearing and cutting the staple of the lint cotton all
to pieces, greatly decreasing the spinnable value of the staple.
In addition to this, the uniformity of the staple is destroyed,
both elements of damage resulting in a greater cost to the spin-
ners in manufacturing the lint into eloth and in the production
of inferior cloth. You understand the length, strength, and the
uniformity of the staple or fiber are three of the most valuable
spinnable factors in cotton. These are destroyed from the pres-
ent ginning process, and the results contemplated by this bill are
desired by both the cotton producer and the spinners,

You understand manufacturers of ginning machinery seek to
manufacture that which is desired by their customers. Their
customers, the ginners, want machinery that will turn out the
most lint per hour or per day, as they charge for ginning by
the 100 pounds. Thus, no attention has in the past been paid
to the proper ginning of cotton with a view of conserving its
value as produced in nature. As a result, $50,000,000 of cre-
ated wealth is destroyed each year through the ginning process
of cotion. The Bureau of Standards have no expert scientists
on the length, strength, and uniformity of cotton staple, and
no way of determining when it had been damaged, and could
not possibly solve the problem.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It seems to me that if this was a re-
search of the mechanical end that it would be better for the
Bureaun of Standards to do it.

Mr. JONES of Texas. The grading of the staple is done by
the Depariment of Agriculture.

Mr. CRAMTON. I think the Bureau of Standards carries
on practieally all of its work in Washington, whereas this
would be done necessarily in the field.

Mr. STAFFORD. A very strong point why it should be in
the Department of Agriculture i{s that the work of the Bureau
of Standards is confined at their headquarters here, while this
work is done in the field in various agricultural States.

Mr. COLLINS. Cotton farmers are greatly interested in the
experimental gin plant. There is general complaint that the
staple, and frequently the grade of cottom, are greatly injured
by present methods of ginning. This is especially true of the
public gin,

The bill provides for experiments to improve cotton ginning
by the Depariment of Agriculture. The proper conditions of
ginning will be studied and types of machinery will be investi-
gated. The matters of moisture and temperature will be inves-
tigated. The purpose is to eliminate the losses now sustained
by cotton farmers. It is estimated that the farmers of the
South are now losing about $30,000,000 annually on aceount of
insufficient ginning. A better fiber will result, and the manu-
facturer and the consumer will be benefited.

The public gin operates too fast, and cotion is frequently gin
cut as a result of being too green when ginned.

The farmer knows that there is a defect in modern ginning,
and the aim of the bill Is to ascertain and correct the faults
and defects which are quite general. The cotton grower will
greatly benefit. The legislation is in aid of agriculture.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If you gentlemen from the cotton region
think this is all right, it is satisfactory to me.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. In my district there is a mechani-
cal department of the agricultural ccllege which has an experi-
ment station, and they carry on a bureau of engineering and
experimentation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Would the gentleman suggest that we leave
it to that establishment to work out, instead of having the
Federal Government undertake it? !

Mr. BUCHANAN. Oh, certainly not. Agricultural colleges |
are very essential in cooperation with the Department of Agri-
culture but are not equipped to solve problems like this one.

Mr. CRAMTON. Would it be agreeable to the gentleman to
have section 2 amended and make it * not more than $100,000,”
go that the committee handling the appropriation, of which the
gentleman from Texas is a member, ean decide whether or not |
as much money ag this is necessary? |

Mr. BUCHANAN. That will be perfectly satisfactory to me,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ohjection to the pres-.
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby au-
thorized to investigate the ginning of cotton; to establish and main-
tain experimental ginning plants and laboratories; and to make such
tests, demonstrations, and experiments, and such technical and scientific
studies in relation to cotton ginning as he shall deem necessary, and
to publish the results thereof, with a view to developing improved
ginning equipment and encouraging the use of improved methods, and
he may cooperate with any department or agency of the Government,
any State, Territory, District, or possession, or department, ageney, or
political subdivision thereof, or any person, as he shall find to be
necessary.

SEc. 2. That for the purposes of this act there Is hereby authorized
to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, the sum of $100,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1931, and thereafter such sums as may be necessary.

Mr. CRAMTON, . Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. CrRAMTON : Page 2, line 7, after the word " appro-
priated,” insert the words * mot more than.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, it is difficult to estimate
the value of the pending legislation to the cotton industry.
There is much need for the proposed investigations of cotton
ginning. The studies already made by the Department of Agri-
culture indicate many benefits to cotton growers.

The bill was introduced and fostered by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. BucHANAN], and I take occasion in this connection
to say that the agricultural interests of the Nation, and espe-
cially the cotton growers of the South, are indebted to Mr.
BucaANAN for his efficient and effective work as a member of
the powerful Committee on Appropriations and as the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Agricultural Appropriations,
He is ever alert to take advantage of any opportunity in behalf
of agriculture, and his long experience and comprehensive studies
combine to make him an invaluable member of the Committee
on Appropriations.

DETERIORATION

Largely as a result of his aectivity, the agricultural appro-
priation bill of 1928, and subsequent years, contains an annual
appropriation of $10,000 for ginning studies. The bill for the
carrent year also carries an additional $10,000 for laboratory
studies of cotton fibers, and a further item of $10,000 for the
studies of the engineering phases of cotton ginning,

Mr. BucHANAN is an authority on agricultural legislation,
and he is always receptive to any plans to promote the progress
of cotton growing and other agricultural pursuits.

Senator Par Harrison, of Mississippi, who is always active
in behalf of the cotton growers of the South, introduced a com-
panion bill, known as 8. 3687, in the Senate, which has been
unanimously and favorably reported by the Senate Committee
on Agriculture.

As a cotton grower and as a cotton ginner, I have been inter-
ested in the improvement of cotton ginning for years, On
December 19, 1929, as shown by page 981 of the CoNGRESSIONAL
Recorp, during the consideration of the current agricultural
appropriation bill, I made an argument in support of more
adequate appropriations for the investigations of cotton ginning.
I am thoroughly familiar with the pending bill and have con-
ferred from time to time during the session with Mr. BucHANAN,
Senator HarrisonN, and many other Members of the House and
Senate, fo promote the legislation, and have had the matter up
with the Bureaun of Agricultural Economics and with the Bureau
of Standards. There is cooperation between these two bureaus
in improving the standards of cotton ginning, It has been
thought best that the investigations should continue to be
under the supervision of the Bureau of Agricultural Economies,
because the problem is primarily an agricultural one.

Cotton is the oldest and most universal of all fibers. It was
found in the Western Hemisphere when Columbus discovered
America. It is grown on all continents. Generally cultivated,
it sometimes grows without cultivation and is known as wild
cotton. Cotton was cultivated 800 years before Christ. Sepa-
ration of the fiber from the seed was first done by hand. This
primitive method obtains in remote parts of Africa, India, and
China to-day. Machinery now, however, is almost universally
used. I can reecall the old hand or horse gins. The feeding of
the gins by hand and the tramping of the cotton into the press
by foot have been succeeded by modern suction saw gins
and by hydraulie presses, The hand and the horse have been
succeeded by steam, oil, and electricity.

Ging are of two kinds, the roller and the saw types. The
roller type of gin was first employed and Egyptian cotton is
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now ginned on roller gins. The invention of the saw gin by
Eli Whitney in 1792 revoiutionized cotton production. The saw
gin stands out in contrast to the roller gin and is now generally
used in ginning not only short-staple but long-staple cotton.
Formerly sea-island cotton was produced in southeastern United
States, in the ginning of which roller gins were used. It is be-
lieved that ginning of the longer Delta staples would be mate-
rially improved by the use of roller gins. All types of ginning
will be investigated under the pending bill. Both the brush and
the air-blast types of gins will be studied.

There is universal complaint that Delta staples and other
long-staple cottons are being seriously injured by improper
cotton ginning to-day. Just recently Mr. David R. Coker, of
South Carolina, the outstanding cottonseed breeder in the entire
country, informed me that he almost despaired of the future of
staple-cotton production because of the inability to secure
proper ginning., In the fall of 1929 Mr. Coker examined the
staple of a certain cotton in the field as it was being harvested
and was later greatly disappointed to find that this staple had
been materially shortened at the gin. In 1925 two cotton grow-
ers in the Mississippi Delta planted the same seed on similar
land. The cotton was ginned on different gins. There was a
difference of one-sixteenth of an inch in the staple, or one
planter lost 3 cents per pound, or $15 a bale, on his cotton.

The separation of the cotton fiber from the seed by hand
results in a very much better staple than the separation by the
use of machinery. The hand gin, with its slow processes, gave
much better staples than modern gin machinery.

There is a deterioration in long and short cotton as a resuit
of improper ginning. It is a difficult, if not a delicate, process
to gin short-staple cotton. It is more difficult to gin long-staple
cotton. Inadequate ginning may change a profit in cotton pro-
duction to a loss,

EXPEEIMENTS

Improper ginning results in a loss of wealth already created.
There is a great economic waste in ginning. The preparation
of cotton for the market iz frequently neglected by the grower.
The cotton gin and the cotton ginner oceupy a strategic point in
the movement of the cotton from the farm to the factory.

The grade and staple of cotton are influenced by the method
of ginning. The cotton merchants and the cotton spinners are
complaining that the ginning of American cotton has deteri-
orated. They assert that the lint is rougher, more gin cut, and
more neppy than formerly. They maintain that the fibers are
damaged and that the spinning qualities are reduced as a result
of improper ginning. There is special complaint that there has
been deterioration in the ginning of Delta staple cotton. The
Department of Agriculture, as a result of the action of the
International Universal Cotton Standards Conference in Wash-
ington, D. C., in March, 1929, has established three types or
standards for each grade of staple cotton. For instance, there
is strict middling, excellent preparation, strict middling, normal
preparation, strict middling, fair preparation. The grower is
being penalized for inadequate ginning. Cotton is being more
carefully graded than heretofore. Standards have been uni-
versally adopted. The average annual cotton erop in the United
States amounts to approximately 14,500,000 bales. It is con-
servatively estimated that the cotton growers are losing from
three to five dollars a bale annually on account of insufficient
and inadequate ginning,

The Department of Agriculture was established to do for the
individoal what he ean not do for himself. It was never the
purpose that the Department of Agriculture should engage in
business. It is their function to study and Investigate and to
give the public the benefits of their studies and investigations.

The proposed legislation is peculiarly appropriate. It may
be suggested that the manufacturers of ginning machinery could
solve the problem. The answer is that the trouble has never
been definitely located. There must be further study. There is
no available knowledge upon which to base changes in ma-
chinery. There is no experimental equipment at hand. A plant
must be constructed. There must be a well-equipped machine
shop. At first blush, it might be thought that the equipment
could be constructed in machine shops that are already avail-
able. I repeat, nobody knows what is needed. There must be
trial and there must be corrections. There must be changes.
As Pascal, the philosopher, has said, the individual or the
mechanic must shat himself up in his shop and work, as he
invents and discovers. There must be experiments. It is a
matter of common knowledge that inventions are not made by
the great manufacturing plants but are the result of the dreams
and experiments of some individual.

STANDARDS

The Bureau of Standards illustrates the point.
value of this bureau is that it experiments and invents.
aim is to reduce economic loss.

The great
The
The results are for the public.
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As I have said, the Burean of Standards will cooperate with the
Bureau of Agricultural Economics in the solution of this diffi-
cult question. When the machinery has been Invented, ad-
justed, or perfected it will be built by the gin manufacturers.
There are mechanical cotton pickers on the market to-day.
They have not been produced by the great commercial plants
of the country. They have been promoted by the individuals
in their shops, where changes could be made promptly, where
ideas could be evolved, and where developments could be utilized.

The Delta Experiment Station, located at Stoneville, Miss., is
probably the bestequipped agricultural experiment station in
the South, It is the pride of the Mississippi Delta. Mr, W. E.
Ayres is the capable and efficient director of the Delta Station
and for some years has studied the problem of cotton ginning.
He has brought the matter to the attention of the Department
of Agriculture. He has cooperated with Dr. Arthur W. Palmer,
of the cotton division of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics,
Dr. B. W. Webb, cotton technologist, Dr. B. Youngblood, prin-
cipal economist, Office of Experiment Stations, Washington,
D. C,, Mr. 8. H. McCrory, chief of the division of agricultural
engineering, and with Mr. Charles A. Bennett, assistant me-
chaniecal engineer of the division of agricultural engineering, in
an effort to eliminate the losses resulting from improper ginning.
In fact, Mr, Ayres first brought the matter to my attention. It
was because of the eampaign eonducted by him that for some
time I have endeavored to impress upon the Bureau of Agricul-
tural Economics and upon Congress the importance of further
investigations.

LOSSES

In 1929 Mr. Ayres took the matier up with the buyers of
Delta cotton, in an effort to ascertain the loss due to improper
ginning. The average of 23 estimates by these buyers indicated
that an average of $§15 a bale is the loss to the Delta farmer
through rough ginning of green or wet cotton, to say nothing at
all of the shortening of the staple.

It has been estimated that one-third, or 300,000 bales, of the
Delta crop are ginned roughly annually at a loss of about
$4,500,000 to the growers. The losses are also increased by the
shortening of the staple. It is estimated that 90 per cent of
the Delta crop is being shortened from one thirty-second to
one-sixteenth of an inch at the gin. This applies to both public
and private gins. It is estimated that the cotton growers of the
Soutga lose annually fifty millions of dollars because of improper
ginning.

Emphasis is being placed upon purebred cotton and better
methods of cultivation. Longer staples are being advocated.
There must be improvement in American cotton. We have
increased our production. We must increase our grade and
staple. Rayon is fast becoming a competitor of cotton. There
is just as much difference between the rayon of to-day and the
rayon of 25 years ago as there is between the appearance of the
Ford car of to-day and the Ford car of 25 years ago. The
guality of rayon is increasing. It is becoming more and more
a competitor of cotton every day. The quality of cotton must
be improved if the farmer is to keep pace with his competitor.

The spinner is interested in properly ginned cotton. Every
speck of seed, every short fiber, and every nep has to be taken
out by the cotton-mill machinery before the yarn is acceptable
in its highest form. Much yarn is rejected on account of neppy
cotton. In the very nature of the case, the spinner can not pay
as much for poorly ginned cotton, where his fabric will be
defective, as he can for adequately prepared cotton.

While it is true that the producer and the consumer are
both interested, it is obvious that the losses, because of in-
adequate and improper ginning, fall heaviest upon the farmer.
1t is nothing short of a tragedy, when planting seed is carefully
selected, the land properly cultivated, and the cuiton carefully
picked, that in the final stage of the movement from the field
to the factory so much damage should be done at the gin.

The proposed legislation will enable the efficient farmer to
help himself. While the damages to long-staple cotton, on
account of inadequate ginning, are more pronounced than the
injury to short cotton, it is proposed to establish the plant at a
location that will be available to both long and short cotton.
Personally, I believe that the investigations of the gin ma-
chinery will be productive of other beneficial results. Enormous
savings would accrue to the cotton grower if the commrercial
bale took up less space. Proper pressing is important,

FIBER RESULTS

The appropriations already made by Congress for studies in
cotton ginning have already borne fruit. The results obtained
show that every sample of cotton thus far tested is composed
of many different lengths. The percentage of different lengths
varies in samples of the same staple length and there is wide
variation in samples of different staple lengths, which depend
upon the variety of cotton, growing conditions, and ginning.
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There is marked uniformity of flber lengths in the hand pulled
or separated sample, and there is a decreased uniformity of
fiber lengths in the saw-gin sample. The hand method gives
the better result.

LABORATORY METHODS

The Bureau of Agricultural Economies is utilizing laboratory
methods and employs a sorting machine in arraying different
lengths and in measuring and in weighing fibers under proper
humidity eonditions. The fibers removed by hand, by the small
roller gin, and by the large commercial gin, are arrayed sepa-
rately and records of different lengths are made.

= BPINNING TESTS

I have had occasion, not only to observe the laboratory
methods and the fiber studies, but I have visited the cotton
division of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics and observed
the spinning tests that are being conducted to determine the
spinning qualities of lint cotton, whose qualities were changed
by known conditions of ginning. There has been cooperation
with other Federal departments, with the experiment stations,
and with the agricultural colleges, as well as with public and
private ging, and with the manunfacturers of ginning machinery
and cleaning equipment, in an effort to improve ginning condi-
tions that will result in better fibers, with more uniform spin-
ning qualities. ;

There is a place for the engineer and for the fiber scientist in
the solution of the guestion. All of the gin work now being
conducted by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics is being
done in cooperation with the division of agricultural engineer-
ing in the Bureau of Public Roads.

INFORMATION

It is regrettable that there is a lack of scientific data relating
to gin machinery and to the organization and operation of
gins, There has been much discussion. Some facts have been
ascertained but much is yet to be learned. There is a growing
demand for information with respect to correct cotton ginning.
The public ginner is the servant of the farmer and he is in-
terested to increase the income of the farmer. There are many
breaks in the chain of information now available. Little is
known about the effects of different mechanieal devices for
cleaning and ginning on the spinning qualities of the ginned
lint. Less is probably known as to the influence of various
cleaning and ginning processes on the fibers, staple length, and
the moisture content. In the very nature of the case, answers
to these and many other questions can only be supplied by
systematic and scientific experiments, to be conducted in the
proposed experimental gin plant.

THE PROBLEM

There is a problem in cotton ginning and both the producer
and the consumer are interested in its solution. The cotton
grower, the ginner, the gin manufacturer, and the textile oper-
ator would be benefited by the proper solution of the problem.
It is a national guestion. The solution will benefit not only
the cotton-growing States but the country at large. Many
problems present themselves, such as density of the gin roll,
speed of the saws, the moisture in raw cotton, saw-tooth pro-
jection over breast roll, the manner of sharpening, and the
positions of the teeth on the saws, types and adjustment of
cleaning equipment, and other related faectors.

I can not overemphasize that ginning is almost as important
as breeding in cotton production. The results of years of
careful selection and improvement in varieties of seed may be
nullified at the gin. -

The farmer can solve some of the problems while other gques-
tions must be settled at the gin. Inadequate machinery is not
the only difficulity. The farmer can help. He can contribute
to the elimination of rough or gin-cut cotton. The cotton house
in the field has almost entirely disappeared. Cotton is picked
and emptied into the wagon. The first cotton picked in the
morning is wet with dew and is put into the bottom of the
wagon. It never has a chance to dry out. There is small
wonder that when it reaches the gin that it is gin cut, Cotton
mills are complaining bitterly with respeect to rough cotton.
Loss in spinning value is excessive and rough cotton, as well as
neppy cotton, makes very defective varn. The cotton house
gives an opportunity for the green cotton to dry and an oppor-
tunity for all cotton to dry before it is earried to the gin. The
farmer can help the ginner. It is impossible to gin weét or green
cotton well or fast.

I want to be practical and helpful. While experiments are
being conducted and machinery being improved, I eall atten-
tion to the causes that intensify the problem and result in great
losses to the farmer:

First. At the beginning of the cotton season cotton is deliv-
ered to the gin when it is too . There is too much haste
in converting the erop into cash. It should be dried. Cotton
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houses can be used by the farmer, and drying machinery by the
ginner. Mr. Charles A. Bennett, assistant mechanical engineer,
to whom I have already referred. is an accomplished and prae-
tical mechanic and engineer. He has installed several drying
equipments in connection with Delta ginneries during the past
season. They will be of material benefit, not only in handling
the cotton that is first picked but in drying the cotton after
inclement weather,

Second. Too much cotton that is either wet from dew or
rain is carried to the gin. The farmer can remedy the situa-
tion. The cotton house can be used to advantage, but the prob-
ability is that it will be more economical for drying equipments
to be installed in cotton gins. I am watching the experiments
in cotton drying being conducted by Mr. Bennett with a great
deal of interest. There ig a field for improvement in all cotton
by drying. It will benefit not only the green and sappy cotton but
the wet and damp cotton. During the season of 1929 two bales
of early green cotton in the Mississippi Delta from the same
field were carried to the gin. The first bale was dried in about
30 minutes and at a cost of about a dollar in the cofton drier.
The second bale was ginned withont drying and sold for 3 cents
less per pound than the first bale.

Third. Gins are running too fast. There is too much capacity
even with dry cotton. A ginnery is turning out 50 bales when
it should be turning out only 30 bales a day. Efficiency is be-
ing sacrificed to speed. The farmer is losing. It is not neces-
sarily too much saw speed, but a tight roll and high speed
means injury to the staple. Dry cotton is being ginned too
fast.

Fourth. The fuzz or seed coat is being cut from the seed. Neps
result and there is much loss to the grower. These neps are
not the cotton fibers, but they are formed from the fuzz that
should remain on the seed. Spinners can pay more for cotton
withont the fuzz. The. oil mill can pay more for the seed with
the fuzz on it, as it makes better linters. The grade of the
bale is frequently injured by the desire of the ginner to increase
the turnout.

Fifth. The matter of cleaning cotton is a no less important or
delicate process than the matter of ginning cotton. If the
machinery is not properly constructed, the operation of cleaning
may very materially affect the spinning qualities of the ginned
lint. It is always better to pick cotton by hand, if possible.
Machine picking means a poorer grade. Leaves, stems, burrs,
and foreign matter materially reduce the grade. Rainy weather
conditions, of course, account for deteriorations. Snapping and
sledding increase the problems of cotton ginning. In many
cases if hand-picked cotton is run through cleaners, injury re
sults, for the fibers are damaged. The spinning qualities are
reduced in an effort to improve the grade,

CONCLUSION

Much progress has been made in the preliminary gin studies,
but further'progress is hampered by the necessity of using com-
cercial-type gins, which do not afford the range of conditions,
the flexibility of adjustment, or the humidity control needed in
scientific work.

Further experiments are necessary and additional facilities
and equipment especially designed to permit the easy variation
and control of the large number of conditions are important.

An experimental gin plant and equipment, with air-condi-
tioning apparatus and uniform humidity, would clear up many
questions about which there is now much discussion and result
in improvement in the quality of ginning. The proposed legis-
lation will provide for an experimental gin plant, equipped with
adequate temperature and humidity control, and with all types
of commercial and experimental ginning and cleaning equip-
ments. The needed facilities for an effective attack upon the
problem of cotton ginning will be provided. Better cotton
ginning will result, and there will follow a general improve-
ment in the cotton crop that will increase the income of the
cotton grower by reducing the losses now sustained by reason of
inadequate and insufficient ginning.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time,  was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

INTERNATIONAL PETROLEUM EXPOSITION

The next business on the Consent Calendar was House Joint
Resolution 244, authorizing the President to invite the States of
the Union and foreign countries to participate in the Interna-
tional Petrolenm Exposition at Tulsa, Okla., to be held October
4 to October 11, 1930, inclusive.

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
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Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, who is going to pay the expense of this con-
ference?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Okluhoma, The oil indusiry has always
paid the expense of it.

Mr, SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is certain that
we will not have this situation occur again: Several years ago
we passed a resolution recognizing an exposition in Philadel-
phia and were told that the Government would not bé called
upon to pay any of the expense. Later on we found that the
people who urged the passage of the original resolufion were
pressing very hard for an appropriation running into millions
of dollars, and the Government did appropriate millions of
dollars over the protest of some of us. I want to ask the
gentleman from Oklahoma whether in the future there is any
possibility that the Congress will be called upon to make an
appropriation to take part in the conference and then be told
at that time that it is a moral obligation because Congress
recognized the conference when we passed this House Joint
Resolution No. 244

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. I believe nothing could be
more easily answered than the gentleman's question. This
exposition has been conducted on a number of occasions and
similar resolutions have been passed. We pay our way down
there. We are not like some of these older States,

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, the thought
that the gentleman from Wisconsin expressed has also been in
my mind. I have here an amendment which I am ready to offer,
the same as I offered to a resolution some time ago for the Chi-
cago Exposition, to the effect that “the Government of the
United States is not by this resolution obligated to any expense
in connection with the holding of the exposition and will not
hereafter be so obligated except for suitable representation
thereat.”

Mr, O'CONNOR of Oklahoma.
to me.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the independent oil pro-
ducers take part in this conference, or will the conference be
confined to the Standard, the Dutch Shell, and the Sinclair oil
monopely, which was very happy indeed when the members
of another body rejected a protective tariff on oil which the
independent oil producers were demanding?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. The exposition is open to
everyone and is participated in by everyome. It is world-wide,
and every phase of the industry is shown. It is an educational
matter.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The only purpose of this resolution is to
give it a national status, so that the State Department may issue
invitations to other countries to attend.

Mr. (Y'CONNOR of Oklahoma, That is all that is involved—
asking other gnvernments to come here and participate in the
exposition.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. In view of the strong argument
of the proponent of the resolution, the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. O'Coxnor], who is one of the most able, diligent, efficient,
and useful Members of the House, I withdraw my objection,

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Tiwsox). The Clerk will
report the resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

House Joint Resolution 244

Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States is authorized
to invite by proclamation, or in such other manner as he may deem
proper, the States of the Union and all foreign countries to participate
in the proposed international petroleum expositlon to be held at Tulsa,
Okla., from October 4 to October 11, 1930, inclugive, for the purpose
of exhibiting samples of fabricated and raw products of all countries
used in the petroleum industry and bringing together buyers and sellers
for promotion of trade and eommerce In such products.

See. 2. All articles that shall be imported from foreign countries for
the sole purpose of exhibition at the international petroleum exposi-
tion upon which there shall be a tariff or customs duty shall be admitted
free of the payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, under such regu-
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall
be lawful at any time during the exhibition to sell any goods or propecty
imported for and actually on exhibition, subject to such regulations for
the security of the revenue and for the eollection of lmport duties as
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That all such
articles when sold or withdrawn for consumption or nse in the United
Btates shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed npon such articles
by the revenue laws in force at the date of withdrawal; and on such
articles which shall have suffered diminution or deterloration from
incidental handling and necessary exposure, the duty, if pald, shall
be assessed according to the appraised value at the time of withdrawal
for consumption or use, and the penalties prescribed by law shall be
enforced against any person guilty of any illegal sale, use, or with-
drawal.

That is perfectly satisfactory
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Mr., CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. CramTON: Page 2, after line 24, insert a new
gection, as follows :

“ 8rC. 8, That the Government of the United States 1s not by this
resolution obligated to pay any expense in connection with the holding
| of such. exposition, and 1s not hereafter to be so obligated, other than
for suitable representation thereat.”

The amendment was agreed to, and the House joint resolution,
as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the House joint
resolution was agreed to was laid on the table.

BOISE NATIONAL FOREST

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
4189) to add certain lands to the Boise National Forest.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? =

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker—
and I hope I shall not be obliged to do it—this bill adds 150,000
acres of land to a national forest. Whenever we want to take
a little piece of land out of a national forest to add to a national
park, the national forest people claim to us that it has got to be
paid for, that it has certain value on their books, that certain
income is to be received, that the counties will get certain
income to be used for roads, and so forth, so that the result is
that we have hardly a national park where the boundaries have
been straightened out as they ought to be. I will say this, that
the present administration of the National Forest Service is
much broader minded now than was formerly the case. There
will not be as much ground for criticism in this as formerly,
I am inclined to hope, under the administration of Major Stuart.
But in order to keep the books straight, if they are going to
keep books on this proposition, I offer an amendment on page b5,
line 23, after the word “ act,” to insert the following:

Provided further, That on the books of the Forestry Service there
ghall be set up a credit for such lands, to be repaid by transfer of like
amount of other natlonal-forest lands, where essential for national-
park purposes as may be at any time determined by Congress.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, while I am the author of
the bill, I will ask my colleague [Mr. FreEncH] to explain the
situation,

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not see any serioms ob-
jection to the amendment, though I hope the genfleman from
Michigan will not press it upon the pending bill, as there is no
national park within the area affected.

Mr. CRAMTON. When there is an occaslon where the na-
tional park people would like to take a little piece of land out
of a national forest, the national forest people are not very
quick to come up to the mark. A year ago I think I would have
pressed this amendment. But the national forest administra-
tion is better now than it was then, and I hope for better things.
Therefore, in response to the eloguent appeal of my very good
friend from Idaho, I shall not press the amendment. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I notice the justification for taking in all this large acreage is
the fact that the public lands are now being used by private
interests in grazing, and the consequent injury to the land by
the herds impairing the surface.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; and serious erosion is occurring.

Mr. STAFFORD. For some years past I have been ac-
quainted with the large profits made by the range holders using
the public domain for their special benefit. Can the gentleman
give us an idea as to how much of the public domain is umsed
by these ranch holders with their flocks of sheep herding on
the public range?

Mr. FRENCH. The public domain of the United States that
is available for public use, unregulated and uncontrolled, is ap-
proximately 235,000,000 acres. The land that is referred to in
the pending bill is almost an infinitesimally small part of that
area. It is my hope that as the result of the study that will be
made by the Public Domain Commission, which has been ap-
pointed by the President, and for which this House has passed
a resolution authorizing appropriation for expenses, a program
for adequate control will be worked out touching the surface
rights generally. Here I am seeking control of a limited area
oniiy embraced within the watershed of the Arrowrock Reser-
voir,
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Mr. STAFFORD. I understand that these large sheep owners
have caused their flocks to graze over the public domain with-
out any opposition.

Mr. FRENCH. That is true.

Mr. STAFFORD. That condition has been repeatedly called
to the attention of Congress, dating back to Roosevelt's time, I
will ask the gentleman whether any recent action has been con-
gsidered by the committee as to the taking over of this large
domain by these ranch holders for their personal aggrandize-
ment and to the great injury to the lands; all without the pay-
ment of a penny for such use?

Mr. FRENCH. Bills have been introduced from year to year,
looking to control—I have a bill pending at this time—but up to
the present it has not been possible to obtain the support of the
Congress in the enactment of legislation, and therefore it has
been necessary sometimes to bring in piecemeal legislation to
take care of critical situations such as this,

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not know of any bill ever reported
to any body of Congress that sought to regulate the use of the
public domain by the millionaire ranch holders of the West.

Mr. FRENCH. My bill has not been reported. I do not
know whether or not the bill of the gentleman from Utah has
ever received the approval of his committee. But sentiment
has been developing looking to the correction of the situation.
I am glad to say that in many of the range States that senti-
ment is growing. Personally, I have long felt that it is im-
perative that corrective legislation of general character should
be enacted. Unfortunately all States of the West have not
been in accord upon this subject.

Mr. LEAVITT. This land has been used in the past in such
a way without regulation, but under this bill it will come within
the area of the national forest.

Mr. STAFFORD. The purpose of this bill is to restrict this
land which has heretofore been used by the large owners of
the range herds as they have been doing for the past quarter
century ?

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes. We passed in this House not long ago,
and later there was passed in the Senate, a bill making an
authorization to eover the expenses of this commission to look
Lntgi the entire subject of these public lands belonging to the
Nation.

The gentleman will recall that the Members from the West,
from the public-land States, were largely those who led the
fight on the floor of the House for the enactment of that legis-
lation.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is problematical, in my mind, why, with
this strong cooperative sympathy on the part of the Repre-
sentatives from the West, some legislation has not in all of
these years been brought out on the floor of the House.

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 yield gladly to the gentleman who con-
trols the policy of the Public Lands Committee.

Mr. COLTON. The gentleman will recall that for five or six
years there has been such legislation pending before the Con-

gress.

Mr. STAFFORD.
the House.

Mr. COLTON. Yes; in the committee. Heretofore it has
been almost impossible to get anything like a united sentiment
among the Members from the West. But that condition is dis-
appearing and the very men fo whom the gentleman is referring,
who have used these lands in the past, recognize that we are
ruining the lands by overgrazing, and they are asking for
action. I am glad that the gentleman himself is interested. I
want to bring out this legislation. -

Mr. STAFFORD. I have been interested in this for the last
25 years, and I know the robber barons of the West who have
been appropriating these lands for their own selfish ends have
throttled all regulatory legislation in the committees, so that it
never saw the light of day on the floors of Congress.

Mr. COLTON. It has been difficult to arouse any public
gentiment on this matter. I have delivered several speeches
and the membership of the House have seemed indifferent to
the entire proposition. I am glad that interest is being
awakened.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I have mo objection, but approve the pur-
pose of this bill.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the following-deseribed lands are hereby added
to the Boise National Forest, Idaho, and made subject to all laws
applicable to national forests:

Bections 2 to 11, ineclusive; sections 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, and 20,
township 2 south, range 9 east, Boise meridian.

The gentleman means in committee, not in
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Sections 2, 3, 10, 11, and 12, township 1 south, range T east, Bolse
meridian.

Sections 1 to 5, inclusive; north half northeast quarter southeast
quarter northeast quarter and lots 1, 4, and 5, section 6; sections T to
26, inclusive; and sections 35 and 86, township 1 south, range 8 east,
Boise meridian,

All of township 1 south, range 9 east, Boise meridian,

Sections 1 to 32, inclusive, township 1 south, range 10 east, Boise
meridian.

Sections 3, 4, 5, and 6, township 1 south, range 11 east, Boise
meridian,

Sections 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, east half sections 8 and T ; sections 8, 9, 10, 11,
12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, east half section 18; sections 21, 22, 23, 24, 25,
26, 27, 28, 34, 35, and 36, township 1 north, range 6 east, Boise
meridian.

Sections 1, 2, 3, T; east half east half northwest quarter and lots 1,
2, 5, and 6, section 10; sections 11, 12, 13, 14, northeast quarter north-
east quarter and lots 1, 4, 5, and 6, section 15; sections 18, 19, 20,
northeast quarter northeast guarter northwest quarter, northeast gquarter
southeast quarter and lots 1, 4, §, and 9, section 23; north half and
lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, section 24 ; and sections 29 to 33, inclusive, township
1 north, range 7 east, Boise meridian.

North half section 5 ; sections 6 and T7; sections 13 to 18, inclusive;
all of section 19 excepting lot 4 ; sections 20 to 29, inclusive ; north half
northeast quarter southeast guarter northeast quarter and lots 1, 5, 6,
and 11, section 30 ; east half southeast quarter southwest guarter south-
east quarter southeast guarter northeast quarter and lots 1, 6, 7, and
10, section 31 ; and sections 32 to 36, inclusive, township 1 north, range
8 east, Boise meridian.

Bection 1; sections 11 to 36, inclusive, township 1 north, range 9
east, Boise meridian,

Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9; sections 16 to 38, inclusive, township 1 north,
range 10 east, Bolse meridian,

South half township 1 north, range 11 east, Boise meridian.

Sections 1 to 11, inclusgive, and sections 17, 18, 19, 20, 29, and 30,
township 1 north, range 12 east, Boise meridian.

Section 1; east half sections 2 and 11; sections 12 and 13; and east
half section 14, township 2 north, range 4 east, Boise meridian.

fections 1 to 28, inclusive ; east half section 29 ; and section 36, town-
ship 2 north, range 5 east, Boise meridian.

Sectlon 1; northeast quarter northeast quarter southeast quarter and
lots 3, 4, 6, 7, and 10, section 2; sections b to 9, inclusive; lot 1, sec-
tion 11; east half, northeast quarter northwest guarter and lots 2, 4,
7, and 10, section 12; cast half and lots 2, 5, 8, and 11, section 13;
sections 16 to 21, Inclusive; northwest guarter northeast guarter and
lots 1, 2, 5, 6, T, 8, and 11; section 24; lots 1 and 4, section 25; and
sgections 27 to 35, inclusive, township 2 north, range 6 east, Bolse
meridian.

Sections 3 to 28, inclusive ; north half, north half sontheast quarter,
southeast gquarter southeast quarter and lots 1, 2, 3, section 29; north
half and lots 3, 4, 5, and 6, section 80 ; lots 1 and 2, section 32; north
half north half and lots 1, 2, 8, 4, and 5, section 33; and sections 34,
35, and 38, township 2 north, range T east, Boise meridian.

Sections T, 16, 18, 19, 21; southwest gquarter section 22; west half
section 27 ; sections 28, 29, 30, 31, 32 ; north half section 33; and north-
west quarter section 34, township 2 north, range 8 east, Bolse meridian.

South half section 25; and section 38, township 2 north, range 9
east, Boise meridian,

Sections 4, 5, 8, 9, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21; and sections 28 to 83, In-
clusive, township 2 north, range 10 east, Boise meridian,

Sections 31 to 86, inclusive, township 2 north, range 12 east, Bolse
meridian,

East half and southwest guarter section 14; east half section 23;
seetions 24 and 25; east half sections 26 and 35; and section 36, town-
ghip 8 north, range 4 east, Boise meridian.

All of township 8 north, range 5 east, Bolse meridian.

Section 6 and south half of township 3 north, range 6 east, Bolse
meridian. "

North half section 80 and south half section 82, township 3 north,
range 7 east, Boise merldian.

South half section 1; sectlons 2, 3, 10; north half sections 11 and
12 ; sections 15, 16, 21, 22, 27, 28, 33, and B84, township 3 north, range
10 east, Boise meridian.

Sections 4 and 5; south half seetion 6; and north half section T,
township 3 north, range 11 east, Boise meridian.

Southwest gquarter section 19; west half sections 30 and 31; north-
enst guarter south half section 32; and sectiona 33 and 36, township
4 north, range 5 east, Boise merldian.

Sections 13, 23, 24, 28, 27, 28, 20, 80, and 31, township 4 north,
range 6 east, Boise meridian,

Sections 7, 8, and 18, township 4 north, range 7 east, Boise meridian.

Sections 4, 8, 9, 15, 16, 21, 27, 28, and 84, township 4 north, range
10 east, Boise meridian; not heretofore ineluded within the Boige
National Forest, Idaho, all ranges east Boise meridian: Provided, That
the inclusion of these lands in the Boise Natlonal Forest shall not
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affect adversely any valid entry or settlement claim existing prior to
the passage of this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

MOUSE RIVER, N. DAK,

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. ..
10017) to provide for a survey of the Mouse River, N. Dak.,
with a view to the prevention and control of its floods,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, there are two or three bills of like character on the Con-
sent Calendar. I would like to know what the procedure may
be for these surveys for flood relief. We passed a general law
in 1927, but it was not a very good law. Some of the gentle-
men, anxious to get the bill passed, would not cooperate to
make it a good law. But that is a thing of the past, Is the
system going to be to bring in one stream at a time for survey,
and then when you get your survey, costing $14,000 or $15,000,
propose a project costing several million dollars? How are we
to consider this great flood-relief problem intelligently or com-
prehensively ?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has
asked the very questions that I had in mind. I am not against
the bill, but T want to know what policy the Flood Control
Committee is going to establish in matters of this kind. The
act of 1927 enumerated some 200 rivers providing for flood
control, irrigation, power investigation, and for navigation. I
understand the Board of Engineers of the War Department is
making these surveys, and I judge from this report that it has
made a preliminary survey and examination and has reached
the conclusion that this is a local project. If the Committee
on Flood Control is going to sponsor legislation like this, I
want to know it, because I am in the same position as the gen-
I have a projeet that came within
that group of rivers that was surveyed,and it is local in its
nature, and I would like to know if they are going to take up
bills like this.

Mr. SINCLAIR. I will say to the gentleman from New
York and also to the gentleman from Georgia that this particu-
lar river was not contained in the general legislation. It does
not belong properly to any of the river systems of the country
which were taken in, in a general way, by the flood control bill.

It is a stream which rises in Canada and comes down into the
United States for about 150 mriles and then runs back into
Canada. Consequently, it was not properly before the Army
engineers, or at least the Army engineers so considered, as a
river to be in the general legislation.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., What are the rights of Canada now, if
you are going to divert its flow?

Mr. SINCLAIR. We are not going to divert its flow, but we
are going to try to take care of the property that it destroys
in this country, and ascertain if some means can not be devised
by the Army engineers to take care of property that is being
destroyed on this side of the line,

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SINCLAIR. I yield.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The justification for this bill is
based upon the fact that this river was not included in the act
of 1927 that embraced a great many rivers throughout the
country ?

Mr, SINCLAIR. That is right.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. There is no policy to take rivers
enumerated in the act of 1927, on which adverse reports have
been reached, and ask for a survey?

Mr. SINCLAIR. Not at all. Those are being taken care of
as the Army engineers reach them.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SINCLAIR. I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. It was my great pleasure in the campaign
of 1896 in speaking for the sound-money cause and gold mono-
metalism——

Mr. SINCLAIR. 1896? The gentleman is going back a long
way.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am antediluvian in my service with the
Republican Party—to visit Minot and spend a delightful week-
end at the home of a State senator whose home bordered on the
stream under consideration, the Mouse., It is a small, peaceful
flowing river that gave no evidence of ever reaching any flood
proportion. If I thought this survey was going to be the basis
of national appropriation for some local purpose, I would feel
compelled to object. The district engineer says it is local in its
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character. The division engineer, however, says that the survey
should be undertaken by the National Government. A survey is
one thing. The conditions that apply on the Milwaukee River,
navigable in character, but not international, are much more
dangerous with respect to floods than this little stream, the
Mouse. Is it the purpose of the gentleman from North Dakota
to follow this up by having the United States Government build
some consiruction works to protect Minot because once in every
8 or 10 years the stream reaches a flood stage as it comes down
from Saskatchewan?

Mr. SINCLAIR. In answer to the gentleman from Wisconsin
I will say what future action I will take will depend on what
the survey discloses. The facts of the matter are that there are
no persons or individuals or groups of engineers that we can
properly approach to do this work other than the United States
Army Engineers.

Mr. STAFFORD. That is what impressed me when I was
reading the report, that the little city of Minot, of some 15,000
people——

Mr, SINCLAIR. Ob, 18,000 or 20,000, and one of the leading
commercial centers of the Northwest.

Mr. STAFFORD. Or 50,000, did not have the facilities to
make this investigation and called upon the Corps of Engineers
of the National Government for a survey, and for that reason,
I did not intend to interpose objection.

Mr. BURTNESS. In view of the fact that the distinguished
gentleman from Wisconsin went out to the Mouse River back
in 1896 in the interest of the Republican Party——

Mr. STAFFORD. Not only in the interest of the Republican
Party but in favor of gold monometalism and against the Bryan
crusade for free silver.

Mr. BURTNESS. I think it might be appropriate to ecall
attention to the fact that this river is located in that part of
the couniry where the rivers run north and the Irish vote the
Republican ticket.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I know the gentleman wants to be fair
with the House. You can not control floods with a blue print
and all you will get out of this survey will be a blue print. If
your community can not afford to make a survey and you want
the Federal Government to do it, is it not reasonable to expect
that you will come back to the Federal Government and ask
them to regulate your floods and carry om at the expense of
the Government such construction as may be necessary?

Mr. SINCLAIR. We certainly would not expect the Govern-
ment to contribute to the construction of works any more than
their proper share. I think there is a duty that the Federal
Government owes in handling this particular stream. It is an
international stream and we do not know how far we can go in
preparing works, and yet that city is being destroyed. Over
$1,000,000 worth of property in that city was destroyed two
years ago.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of War is hereby authorized
and directed to cause a survey to be made of the Mouse River, N. Dak.,
with a view to preparing plans and estimates for the cost of such work
as may be necessary for the prevention and control of its floods, In
accordance with the provisions of section 3 of an act entitled “An act
to provide for the control of the floods of the Mississippi River and of
the Sacremento River, Calif.,, and for other purposes,” approved
March 1, 1917, and the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers,
United States Army, contained in House Document No. 282, Beventy-
first Congress, second session, and the sum of $15,000 is hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for this purpose,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OUMBERLAND RIVER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R, 10213) granting the consent of Congress to rebuild and
reconstruct and to maintain and operate the existing railroad
bridge across the Cumberland River, near the town of Burn-
gide, in the State of Kentueky.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
Senate bill 3618, identical with the House bill, and which, I
understand, is on the Speaker’s desk, be considered in lieu of
the House bill,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Da-
kota asks unanimous consent to substitute Senate bill 3618 for
the bill called up. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senafe bill, as follows:

Be it enacied, ete., That the eonsent of Congress is hereby granted to
the Cineinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co., lessee of the
Cincinnati Southern Railway, and to its successors and assigns, to re-
build, reconstruct, maintain, and operate its existing railroad bridge and
the approaches thereto across the Cumberland River in the county of
Pulaski, in the State of Kentucky, near the town of Burnside, in accord-
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con-
struetion of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906.

Bec. 2, The right to alter, amend, or repeal tbis act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

House bill 10213 was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10248) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at'or near Mounds-
ville, W. Va.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commenecing and completing
the construction of a bridge aeross the Ohio River, at or near Mounds-
ville, W. Va., avthorized to be built by the Moundsville Bridge Co., its
successors and assigns, by an act of Congress approved March 1, 1929,
are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from March 1,
1930.

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10258) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Can-
nelton, Ind.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be passed over without prejudice and that it retain its
place on the calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over without

prejudice and retain its place on the calendar. Is there ob-
Jection?
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the

right to object, I notice on page 2 of the committee report there
is incorporated a letter from the secretary of the Hawesville &
Cannelton Bridge Co., and that in the letter there is a name left
blank, Is my information correct that the name which is de-
leted is the name of the notorious bridge racketeer and specu-
lator, Mr. Elliott?

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker, it is surmised by some that Mr.
Elliott is referred to. I have letters from the bridge company
stating most emphatically that Mr. Elliott is In no way asso-
ciated with them in preparing the plans and promoting the
work of building this bridge, and that the money so far ex-
pended has been raised by the citizens of the community of
Cannelton, Further than that I have received a letter from
them stating that Mr. Elliott will not be associated with them.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. But he has been associated
with them and has, mo doubt, already received his handsome
profits out of the bridge, has he not?

Mr, DUNBAR. No. Where does the gentleman get such in-
formation?

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin., Yes,

Mr., COCHRAN of Missouri. It was at my request that the
gentleman from Indiana, the author of this bill, asked that it
go over without prejudice. Mr. Elliott made a statement

Will the gentleman yleld?
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before the State’s attorney of Maryland while on the stand there
in a fraud order case that he owned this franchise. I found,
in the case of a bill introduced by the gentleman from Oregon
[Mr. Burrer], that Elliott was in on the bridge in Oregon but
they got rid of him. The gentleman from Indiana said the same
thing, but I suggested to him that he follow the procedure that
the gentleman from Oregon followed and secure affidavits from
the people who are promoting the bridge showing that Elliott
no longer has any connection with the bridge.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Those affidavits should also
show the amount of money he received from the proposition up
to the time he left their service.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri.
man from Indiana.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Indiana that this bill go over
without prejudice?

There was no objection.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE SBAVANNAH RIVER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10291) aunthorizing the Stnte Highway Board of Georgia, in
cooperation with the State Highway Department of South Caro-
line, the city of Augusta, and Richmond County, Ga., to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge ucross the
Savannah River at or near Fifth Street, Augusta, Ga.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to substitute in lien of the House bill an identical Senate
bill (8. 3715), which is now on the Speaker’s table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Georgia
asks unanimous consent to consider the bill S. 3715 in liem of
the bill ealled up. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in order to facilitate interstate commerce,
improve the postal service, and provide for military and other purposes,
the State Highway Board of Georgia, in cooperation with the State
Highway Department of South Carolina, the city of Augusta, and Rlich-
mond County, Ga., be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain,
and operate a free highway bridge and approaches thereto across the
Savannah River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or
near Fifth Street, Augusta, Ga., In accordance with the provisions of
an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906.

Spe. 2. There is hereby conferred upon the State Highway Board of
Georgia, the State Highway Department of South Carolina, the city
of Augusta, and Richmond County, Ga., all such rights and powers to
enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use real
estate and other property needed for the location, construction, opera-
tion, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are possessed
by rallroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge corporations
for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate or other prop-
erty is situated, vpon making just compensation therefor, to be ascer-
tained and pald according to the laws of such State, and the proceed-
ings therefor shall be the same as In the condemnation or expropriation
of property for public purposes in such State.

S8Egc. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
A meotion to reconsider was laid on the table.
A similar House bill was laid on the table.
BRIDGE ACROSS THE WHITE RIVER IN ARKANSAS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10340) granting the consent of Congress to the Arkansas State
Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the White River at or near Calico Rock,
Ark.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to
the Arkansas State HHighway Commission to construct, maintain, and
operate a free highway bridge and approaches thereto across the White
River, at a point suitable to the Interest of navigation, at or near Calico
Rock, Ark., In accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act
to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved
March 28, 18086,

SEc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

That will be up to the gentle-
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,
BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA RIVER IN ALABAMA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10461) authorizing Royce Kershaw, his heirs, legal representa-
tives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
across the Coosa River at or near Gilberts Ferry, about 8 miles
southwest of Gadsden, in Etowah County, Ala.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I objeect, for the present.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman withhold his objection a
moment?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. ALLGOOD. I would like to know the gentleman's reason
for objecting.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is a private bridge.

Mr. ALLGOOD. The bridge is to be taken over by the
county.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. When?

Mr. ALLGOOD, Immediately upon its construction.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Did the letter which the gentleman
showed me refer to this bridge?

Mr. ALLGOOD. Yes,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We are to understand, then, that not-
withstanding the provisions of the bill, arrangements have been
made that on the completion of the bridge it is to be taken over
by the county, and you are going through this process by reason
of your local laws?

Mr. ALLGOOD. That is it exactly.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I withdraw the objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in order to promote interstate commerce,
improve the Postal Service, and provide for military and other purposes,
Royee Kershaw, his bheirs, legal representatives, and assigns, be and is
hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto across the Coosa River, at a point suitable to the
interests of navigation, at or near Gilberts Ferry, in accordance with
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction
of bridges over navigable waters,"” approved March 23, 1906, and subject
to the conditions and limitations contained in this act.

8gc. 2. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Becretary of War, either the State of Alabama, any political sub-
division thereof within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is
located, or any two or more of them jointly, nmy at any time acquire
and take over all right, title, and interest in such bridge and its
approaches, and any interest in real property necessary therefor, by
purchase or by condemnation or expropriation, in accordance with the
laws of such State governing the acquisition of private property for
publiec purposes by condemnation or expropriation. If at any time
after the expiratiom of 10 years after the completion of such bridge
the same is acquired by condemnation or expropriation, the amount of
damages or compensation to be allowed shall not Include good will,
going value, or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to
the sum of (1) the actual cost of constructing such bridge and its
appr , lesg a r ble deduction for actual depreciation in
value; (2) the actual cost of acquiring such interests In real property ;
{8) actual financing and promotion cost, not to exceed 10 per cent
of the sum of the cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches and
acquiring such interests in real property; and (4) actual expenditures
for necessary improvements. :

Sec. 3. If such bridge shall at any time be taken over or acquired
by the State of Alabama, or by any municipality or other political sub-
divislon or public ageney thereof, under the provisions of sectiom 2 of
this act, and if tolls are thereafter charged for the use thereof, the
rates of toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay
for the reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the
bridge and its approaches under economical management and to pro-
vide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor,
including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as possible
under reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed 10 years
from the date of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient
for such amortization shall have been so provided, such bridge shall
thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of
toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide & fund of not t"f
exceed the amount necessary for the proper maintenance, repalr, and |
the operation of the bridge and its approaches under economical man-|
agement. An accurate record of the amount pald for acquiring thel
bridge and its approaches, the actual expenditures for maintalning,
repairing, and operating the same, and of the daily tolls collected
shall be kept and shall be available for the information of all persons
interested.




1930

Brc. 4. The sald Royee Kershaw, his heirs, legal representatives, and
assigns, shall within 90 days after the completion of such bridge, file
with the Secretary of War and with the Highway Department of the
State of Alabama a sworn itemized statement showing the actual origi-
nal cost of econstructing the bridge and its approaches, the actual cost
of aequiring any interest in real property necessary therefor, and the
actual filnancing and promotion costs. The Becretary of War may,
and at the request of the Highway Department of the State of Ala-
bama shall, at any time within three years after the completion of
such bridge, investigate such costs and determine the accuracy and the
reasonableness of the costs alleged in the statement of costs so filed,
and shall make a finding of the actual and reasonable cost of con-
structing, financing, and promoting such bridge; for the purpose of
such investigation the sald Royce Kershaw, his heirs, legal representa-
tives, and assigns, shall make available all of the records in connec-
tion with the construction, financing, and promotion thereof. The
findings of the Secretary of War as to the reasonable costs of the con-
gtruetion, finaneing, and promotion of the bridge shall be conclusive
for the purposes mentioned in section 2 of this act, subject only to
review in a court of equity for fraud or gross mistake.

8gc. 0. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted
to Royce Kershaw, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, and
any corporation to which or any person to whom such rights, powers,
and privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall ac-
quire the same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby author-
ized and empowered to exercise the same as fully as though conferred
herein directly upon such corporation or persom.

Sgc. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act i8 hereby
expressly reserved.

‘With the following committee amendment :

Page 1, line 9, after the word * Ferry,” insert * about 8 miles south-
west of Gadsden, in Etowah County, Ala.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.
BRIDGE ACROSS WHITE RIVER IN ARKANSAS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10474) granting the consent of Congress to the Arkansas
State Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a free highway bridge across the White River at or near
Sylamore, Ark. =

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress 18 hereby granted to
the Arkansas State Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and
operate a free highway bridge and approaches thereto across the White
River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near
Bylamore, Ark., in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,”
approved March 23, 1908,

8EC. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this aet is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,

BRIDGES IN THE STATE OF TENNESSEE

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10526) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of certain bridges in the State of Tennessee,

The Clerk read the title to the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, a similar bill to this has
been passed by the Senate, and yesterday it was referred to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I ask
unanimous consent that the committee be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the Senate bill and that the Senate bill
be considered in lieu of the House bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of ithe gentleman from North Dakota.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., (a) That the times for commencing and complet-
Ing the construction of a bridge authorized by an act of Congress ap-
proved June 20, 1929, to be built across the Cumberland River on the
projected Gallatin-Martha Road, between Bumner and Wilson Countles,
in the State of Tennessee, by the highway department of the State of
Tennessee, are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from
June 20, 1930,
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{b) That the times for commeneing and completing the construetion
of a bridge authorized by act of Congress approved June 20, 1929, to
be built across the Cumberland Rlver between Gaineshoro and Granville,
in the county of Jackson, In the Btate of Tennessee, by the highway de-
partment of the State of Tennessee, are hereby extended one and three
years, respectively, from June 20, 1930.

Bec. 2, That the right te alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
reserved,

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT WELLSBURG, W. VA.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10651) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Wells-
burg, W. Va.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, what has
been the delay in this matter?

Mr. MORGAN. There was some preliminary work done in
connection with surveys and construetion of abutments. The
franchise has been purchased by the Mount Vernon Bridge Co.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman says that preliminary
work has been done?

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 withdraw the reservation,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and completing
the construction of the bridge across the Ohio River at or near Wells-
burg, W. Va., authorized to be built by an act approved May 14, 1928,
and extended March 2, 1929, are hereby extended one year and three
years, respectively, from May 14, 1830.

Brc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved.

With the following committee amendments :

Line 5, after the word * built" insert the following: “ by the J. K.
Mahone Bridge Co., it successors and assigns,”; after the word * act”™
add ““of Congress.”

Line @, strike ont the words *and extended” and Insert in lien
thereof * heretofore extended by an act of Congress approved.”

Line 7, after the word * hereby " insert the word * further.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

DAM ACROSS ROBINS COVE, CHESTER RIVER, MD.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(S. 3135) granting the consent of Congress to Helena 8. Raskob
to construct a dam across Robins Cove, a tributary of Chester
River, Queen Annes County, Md.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? '

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to object,
I would like to have the author of the bill tell us something
about it., The committee report is very meager. There is not
one substantial fact stated in the report.

Mr. BURTNESS. This is only a very minor proposition. It
is mo power proposition.

i ?&r. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. We do not know just what

t is

Mr. BURTNESS: I was on the subcommitte, but I can not
recall all of the details of these numerous bills. This is a dam
across some little narrow cove of the river and is a simple
matter for the convenience of the local people.

*Mr, SCHAFER of Wisconsin. In view of the fact that the
report does not contain any material facts to show why it
should be passed, and we can not obtain the facts on the floor
of the House, I ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

BRIDGES ACROSS THE CUMBERLAND RIVER AT OR NEAR SMITHLAND, KY,

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
38745) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River at or
near Smithland, Ky.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

Is there objection?
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The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for commencing and completing
‘the constrnetion of the bridge across the Cumberland River at or near
Smithland, Ky., authorized to be built by the State Highway Commis-
glon, Commonwealth of Kentucky, by the act of Congress approved
May 18, 1928, and heretofore extended by the act of Congress approved
March 2, 1929, are hereby further extended one and three years, re-
gpectively, from May 18, 1930.

Spc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table,
BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER AT MOUTH OF CLARKS RIVER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
8747) to extend the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near
the mouth of Clarks River.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the times for commencing and completing
"the construction of the bridge across the Tennessee River at or near
the mouth of Clarks River authorized to be built by the State Highway
Commission, Commonwealth of Kentucky, by the act of Congress ap-
proved May 18, 1928, and heretofore extended by the act of Congress
approved March 2, 1929, are hereby further extended one and three
years, respectively, from May 18, 1930.

Bec., 2. The right to alter,»amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
_pressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

ADDRESS OF HON. GORDON BROWNING

Mr. BYRNS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consenft to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp by including therein a very
eloquent address delivered by my colleague, Hon. GorboxN
BrownNIxg, on the evening of April 10, 1930, at Johnstown, Pa.,
to the State convention of Women's Federated Democratic
Clubs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

The address was as follows:

ADDRESS BEFORE THE STATE CONVENTION OF WOMEN'S FEDERATED DEMO-
CRATIC CLUBS OF PENNSYLVANIA

Madam Chairman, ladies, and genflemen, the gignificance of an im-
portant era is pictured most perfectly in the biographies of the great
contemporaneous characters who shaped it. If you would know the
‘magle of a great cause, that in it which fastens onto and holds the
affections of people, study the ideals of its leaders. No different has
been the political development of our Natlon; and although we had
Washington and Franklin and Madison and Henry, each indispensable
in our battle for freedom and the launching of our ship of State, it
" remained for two other characters of that day to fashion and mold
the rival political philosophies that have stood at Armageddon from
Yorktown to this good hour. I refer, of course, to Hamilton and Jef-
ferson. And their fondamentals of government, with application to
our Government in action, are beckoning to us to-day at the crossroads.

Hamilton, though born in obscurity, was one of the most dominating
intellects of all time, and at heart was wedded to the idols of class
rule as against diffusion of governmental powers among the people.
Aunent this view he offered a sketch of government to the Constitu-
tional Convention on June 18, 1787, which embodied his imperialistic
ideas. It provided for a Congress with power to pass all laws what-
soever, subject to absolute veto power in the President, who waa to be
elected for life or durlug good behavior. The Senate, elected for life,
was to have the sole power of declaring war. The governors of all
States were to be appointed for life by the General Government, with
absolute power of veto over any act of their State legislature, and every
law of a State contrary to a law or the Constitution of the United
States was declared void.

No one was eligible to vote for election of the President or the
Senate unless he owned a certain amount of property. No skeptical
medieval despot could have been more distrustful of the rule of the
people than the author of this plan. But when he was defeated and
our Constitution was submitted, providing for rule by the people, with
a central government of a few delegated powers and all else reserved
to the States or to the people, his efforts for its ratification were tre-
mendous and deeisive. His partisan biographers econcede that the
basis of Hamilton’s scheme for the success of the Government was to

Is there objection?
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bring property and wealthy classes to its support with mercenary ties
by assuring them an immediate and personal pecuniary profit from its
operation. He had failed to write class rule and property domination
into the body of governmental structure, but he sought to accomplish
the same ends by administration of government, Thus, speclal privi-
lege and centralization were the cardinal principles of this patron saint
of the Republican Party, and to those principles that party to-day
adheres in both theory and action.

The system of government adopted was the antithesis of Hamilton
fundamentals. It ordained rule by the people, and reserved to them

.all powers and liberties not expressly surrendered through the Con-

stitution to the common necessity. The old order insisted tbat the
people were incapable of intelligent exercise of these powers, and
must be governed by overlordism. In answer to this, Jeferson laid
bare their fallacy when he sald:

" Bometimes it is said that man can not be trusted to govern him-
self, Can he then be trusted with the government of others?”’

Jefferson, born to the purple, with every encouragement of environ-
ment and training to lean toward aristocracy, became the greatest apostle
of the common man's vested rights, his abillty to govern himself, hia
right to protection against monopoly, the placing of human rights above
property rights; in short, the exponent of true Americanism,

Btanding on these fundamentals, the Democratic Party, marshaled by
Jefferson, began the struggle for the people against organized and privi-
lege-secking greed, which struggle has continued unabated to now. Those
of his convictions had written the Constitution, and he laid down the
policy in administration of holding wide open the door of opportunity
to all elasses of people; of stimulating growth and self-reliance by plac-
ing on the people themselyes the obligation and necessity to govern.

The statement that “ Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty,” was
never more conclusively proven than in the experlence of our people.
When the people periodically wrest their heritage from the invisible
usurpers it is a habit in them to then relax in a false sense of security.
That is when selfish interests intrigue and scheme to recapture control.
Andrew Jackson found this process at work when he came to power on
a wave of popular uprising against class rule. The Bank of Nicholag
Biddle was the embodiment and directing force of this sinister control
over Government. Jackson did not temporize with it, or quibble over a
ecourse of action. He saw an octopus holding in its embrace the machin-
ery of Government. He destroyed it and gave a rebirth to popular rule.
He was the sword of Jeffersonian Democracy, dauntless in courage,
lofty in patriotism, and unbending in will. Because of his example and
accomplishments we may to-day take courage in the impending struggle
to restore once more their Government to the people.

Hamilton’s theorles have come down to us through the vehicles of the
Federalist, the Whig, and the Republican Parties, Under the rule of
the latter for more than 50 years they have had thelir fullest fruition
in corruption as the Inevitable consegquence of favoritism in government.,
Throughout its history at only two brief intervals, under Lineoln and
Roosevelt, has the Republican Party tried to appear at ease in the stolen
garb of Democracy ; but it has never been able to conquer its yearnioag
for the old regalia of stripes worn by it so muech more becomingly.
Lincoln no more belonged to that system than did Jefferson fit In with
the Federalistic theories. And had Lincoln lived he would have been
the target for the same croel shafts that struck the armor of old stout-
hearted Andrew Johnson. When the assassin’s bullet found its mark,
Thad Stevens and his ilk were brewing the hemlock which they hoped
to press to the lips of the great liberator. But upon his demise those
who hated him, yet were controlled by a stronger passion, that of an
“ immediate and personal pecuniary interest’ in the favors of govern-
ment, were quick to reckon the value of his martyrdom for a moral
cange and the foree of the sectional hatred they could build around it.
S0 they tacked his banner to their masthead and sailed forth to plunder
the gullible and the helpless. Ever since then their war emblem has
been the “ Bloody Shirt,” but their war alm has been booty. Since
1861 thelr leaders have sought, and largely succeeded in linking the
Democratle Party and secession and bloody Clvil War together as a
gereen to conceal their real purpose of getting, through administration
of government, that which they have no legal or moral right to, namely,
favors at the expense of merely ordinary citizens. It was uncovered in
the multitudinous scandals under Grant, Harding, and others, the theft
of a Presidency from Tilden, the free rein to plunder given the favored
throughout their party's history.

But, to establish this charge we do not have to revert to ancient
political history. We do not even have to rely on the recent chapter
of thlevery under the * Harding gang,” that mantled the face of
America with the blush of shame. They only grew a little erude and
careless. Their code was the time-honored one promulgated by the
national Republican organization years before this debacle, and the one
yet in force. That is why not a single leader of the Harding, Coolidge,

or Hoover administrations has condemned the thieves or the thieveries.
To them the offense was not in the crimes agalnst the people; it rested
solely in their having been caught.

The trend toward centralized power in Washington under the Re-
publican rule has gone on apace, till now we have 600,000 Federal em-
ployees, with less than 600 of them elected by the people.

The others
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are removed two or three times from responsibility to anyone who
votes. They. are reckless in disregard of liberty since they have no
responsibility for it, they undertake to supervise personal conduct, and
think they shounld order the life of each citizen from the eradie to the
grave. This results from the necessity that Congress has when it as-
sumes jurisdiction of every phase of regulation which should be left to
the States and to the ecommunities to delegate the administration of its
laws to bureaus whose agents swarm over the land to plague and
consume.

Sad and gloomy s our path if our people are to be driven to sur-
veillance, robbed of initiative and responsibility., The genius of our
peculiar society lies In the necessity of the people to govern. Without
it no leadership can develop, no progress will cheer us. Our hope is in
self-reliance, not in paternalism. Our political structure was builded
on the liberty and responsibility of the citizen, not for his regulation.

I maintain that the manipulations of the Treasury Department under
Mr. Mellon have been such as to arouse the justified suspicion of
deceptive design and rank favoritism. But they are so typieal of
Republican administration! When he wanted to defeat the adjusted-
compensation measure he willfully made an error of $1,000,000,000 in
the estimate of the Treasury receipts for one year. This was the
first time a Secretary of the Treasury ever missed a yearly estimate of
receipts more than $25,000,000. That is only one of the many instances
of deceptive design. As to rank favoritism, under his administration,
and up to last year, $2,800,000,000 had been given back In taxes to the
large favored corporations in the form of refunds and abatements of
moneys collected on their own returns under the Wilson administration.
SBome of the fabulous sums now being paid back in this way are for
collections beyond the year 1917. A large part of the most recent
“ charities ™ of this nature went to Pennsylvanian corporations. In
July, 1928, Mr. Andrew Mellon sat as Secretary of the Treasury on one
side of the table with Mr. Andrew Mellon of the Alunrinum Trust on
the other side, agreed to and did refund $1,287,420 in back taxes to
the Aluminum Co. with the sole comment, “ It was an inventory
adjustment.” Since 1925 the United States Steel Corporation has
received approximately $100,000,000 in this manner,

In 1919, through an error, I was forced to pay $4.50 Income tax on
my 1917 Army salary, which was exempt. When I inquire of that I
am politely advised that the statute of limitations has long since run
against its refund. But corporations have mo trouble reopening their
claims for millions back to that year. They geem to know the combina-
tion. It is presumptuous for a mrere citizen to expect any such
consideration or attention.

I have no doubt many of these cases are reopened on invitation or
suggestion. Big business owns this Government under Kepublican rule.
Mellon treats with arrogant contempt the clamor of the Democratic
leaders for him to show the public a record of thesc surreptitious
* settlements.,” He cares not what you think of his ethics in dealing
with himself and friends; his logic is that they bought a controlling
interest in the Government through eampaign contributions, therefore
ghould be allowed to partition as spoils that which they own. That is
Republican rule.

Mergers, consolidations, combines are forming to such an extent
that monopoly is becoming our national policy. The Sherman anti-
trust law and other measures designed to curb monopoly are being
looked upon as relice of an age when we had some regard for indi-
vidual rights and interests as opposed to corporate greed. The Fed-
eral Trade Commission and other agencies set up by the Democrats
for the protection of the public have been deliberately “ stacked™ to
defeat their original purposes. Big business, as such, may be with us
to stay. It will either be master or servant. We must control it, if at
all, by forced competition or by regumlation. It is imperative that
the people have a voice in that control. They will never have it so
long as the very interests to be regulated name the commissions and
dictate their activities. If the Federal Trade Commission by chance
should expose a flagrant violation of the laws and court decrees
against monopoly, as it did in the merger of the Aluminum Co. with
the Duke interests, some Mellon on the inside administers an opiate
to the Attorney General and the travesty is left exposed but un-
molested. The case made out against the Aluminum Co. was dismissed
on April 4 without comment,

It was stated at a recent bankers’' conventlon, without challenge, that
80 per cent of the capitallzation of all the banks in the Natlon is now
held by 12 financial concerns. These 12 concerns have a working under-
standing, no doubt, with power to dominate or crush all independent
institutions, All industries are traveling the same road, passing at will,
and unchallenged, those who are supposed to be the sentinels of our
liberties., Greed has a taste of profit and ean not listen to the counsels
of wisdom. Its motto is “ Let things be unrvestrained, though the result
is the destruction of man.”

The foreces now driving us to inevitable reform or revolution are
blind, for the people will some day rise in righteous wrath and smite
them, even if, like S8amson, they bring the temple down on their own
heads, In my judgment, they are ready to rlght the wrongs without
resort to radical measures, But any worthy cause must have stalwart
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leaders, What we need is a Jefferson, a Jackson, or a Wilson, = What
A pitiful comparison to them would be our last three Presidents!
Harding and Coolidge were acceptable to those in control only because
they wonld obey implicitly. The present occupant does not even know
how to obey.

If uncertainty of mind and timidity of soul are qualities of leader-
ship, Herbert Hoover is a born leader. Sound lecgal opimion will hold
with the view that an election is a contract between the people and
the party chosen President for a term of four years. And without
doubt an action could now be sustained in any court of equity in the
land to eancel that contract with him on the grounds of failure of
consideration on his part. Were I bringing the suit, I would rest my
cage after filing a eertified copy of his official accomplishments,

There is an old common-law writ known as audita guerela by which
even a judgment defendant can be relieved if he shows developments
after judgment that would make it uncomscionable to enforece it. Un-
doubtedly it was just such predicaments in which the whole American
people find themselves enmeshed to-day that provoked the origin of that
rule, A majority of those voting for President Hoover did it in good
faith, and I submit that in equity and good conscience even they should
not be punished further.

Heralded as a superman with a scientific mind and a definite plan, we
inaugurated him with a confesslon from him and his party that every
industry, every activity of the Nation was prosperous and happy except
agriculture, which they admitted was languishing under eight years of
Republican rule. In addition to the ereation of a Farm Board, which
has been used only for purposes of persuading the farmers to curtail
production, he proposed a limited revision of the tariff in favor of the
farmer. It would be as remsonable to contend that one suffering from
poison should have a heavy dose of argsenic. But the program was
launched, with the result that farm prices have consistently fallen, and
a third of our consuming publle is thereby financially prostrate. The
index price of all staple farm produects has fallen 15 points since the
ereafion of the board, with a falling off in production from the last
season. The farmer is about to be * relieved ™ of what little he had
left over from the ravages of elght years of Republican prosperity!

No sooner had this “limited revision ™ begun than the cloven-hoof
beats of “ Grundyism " could be heard rattling on the marble floors of
the Republican council chambers. The destitute farmer was used to
pry open the door, then was stood up against the wall and shown that
he was only to be butchered to make a political holiday for those who
own the Government under Republican rule,

The revelries of Insatiate greed began, with Jor GruNDY as master
of ceremonies. He warned that those who pald for the election of
Hoover had come for a reekoning, and proceeded to dictate the highest
program of legalized robbery that ever gquickened the dream of avarice.
Fifteen Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee sanc-
tioned what GRusDY told them to write, and a Republican House stulti-
fied its honor by doltish compliance, without granting the privilege of
amendment. The people were put on notice that their payment of
tribute has merely begun. The President was importuned in vain to
take a stand against such treachery.

This child of iniquity, designed to serve every interest except the
common interest, was escorted to the Senate, where the same arrogant
gang of privilege employed the chief lobbyist of the Connecticut Manu-
facturers’ Association and placed him in the executive sessions to nurse
it through the committee, It came forth from that committee with
many added frills and embellishments, to encounter a coalition formed of
the Democrats and those progressive Republicans, who did not feel
bound by the Old Guard agreement to permit those who paid the cam-
paign expenses to rob the farmer and the consuming public.

At this point again came a logieal demand for the President to make
known his position. The Old Guard claimed they represzented his views.
The Progressives claimed he was with them in standing by his plat-
form. Some of the Democrats made bold to hope he was fair enough
to share their views. No term describes the way he faced this great
opportunity so well as “groveling."” Before they finished the bill in
the Senate every faction was denying that they had any connection
with the Presldent’s views, for if they claimed him defeat was certain,
80 contemptuous is the general feeling toward bhim. How the mighty
hath fallen! What an auspicious beginning !

“ But yesterday the word of Cmsar might
Have stood against the world ; now lies he there,
And none 5o poor to do him reverence.”

As usual, the effort to write a tariff bill has degencrated into a snarl-
ing brawl over the booty. No Democrat wants to injure legitimate
business. The time-honored position of our party has been a tariff
to cover the diference in cost of production at home and abroad. That
is all any honest business wants; it is all any dishonest business ought
to have. To carry out this policy, President Wilson procured the erea-
tion of a Tariff Commission to determine scientifically these differences.
Had this plan been followed, we would have been spared the spectacle
of logrolling and deceit we now behold.

Addltional reasons for a Democratic tarifl are that infant Industries
no longer exist; we are an export Nation and need foreign markets; we
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need the friendship of other peoples who are now retaliating; we are a
ereditor Nation, and our debtors can only pay in products; an Ameri-
can laborer cam produce five times as much as one of his competitors.
America ean outstrip the world in mass production, and we need for-
eign markets for our surplus products and farm crops. The destrue-
tlon of forelgn markets for farm surpluses has desivoyed the purchasing
power of one-third of our comsuming publie.

It is proposed to add more than a billion dollarg to the tariff burden
already on the consuming public. Before this is done the people should
be reminded that they now pay a yearly tribute of $4,000,000,000 to the
tariff barons who are demanding this increase. They have placed a toll-
gite across the portal of every home in the land and bhave barred with
it the doors to the wardrobe and the pantry. You must pay before
you enter. The chief merit to be claimed for the present exorbitant
system is that it places more than a half billion dollars revenue in the
Treasury each year. But it is a rather extravagant system when it
costs you $£8 to get onme into the Treasury. The farmer will pay $10
toll for every dollar made effective on his products in this bilL

If prohibitive tariffs ean bring prosperity, may I ask what is wrong
now? For 10 years we have been protected by a Chinese wall. No
tariff before then ever approached the rates now in force. Twenty bil-
lions of dollars were wiped away in the most recent panic. Where is
this vaunted prosperity? Distress is prevalent throughout the land,
and that with a man in the White House who promised to banish
poverty from America! Somewhere between 4,000,000 and 16,000,000
men are idle. They and their familles are hungry. They want to work.

In a court recently a man who had applied for naturalization was
being examined by the judge when the following colloquy took place:

The CoumrT. Who is President of the United States?

The APpPLICANT. Al Bmith.

The Court. Why do you say Al Smith?

The APPLICANT. Well, I was told that if he was elected we would
have bard times, and I certainly thought he was, fronr the times we are
having.

A newspaper item announced not long since that “ Bam Lomax broke
his back last week trying to shoulder a dollar’s worth of Hoover oats.”

Hard times under Democratic rule; good times under Republiean
rule! This ancient lie has been repeated so often that some of the
most eredulous have been made to believe it. How ean anyone fall
out of the bed when he is already lying on the floor? With the great
engineer Hoover in the White House, with a majority of 104 in the
House and 16 majority In the Senate; with prosperity In industry
proclaimed throughout the Nation; yet in less than a year mnrillions
are clamoring for bread and begging for work. From the housetops the
administration leaders are shouting “reds™ at them. They can see
a Bolshevik in every bush; and if they find a man with corns on his
hands they look for a bomb concealed under his ragged coat.

How can a man reason when he is being tortured by the pangs of
hunger? These conditions are the direct result of the Dives kind ot
prosperity given us by Republican rule. The Bourbons, preceding the
French Revolution, were content with a rule that brought luxury and
ease to the nobility. They were disdainful of the empty pots on the
hearthstones of the peasants. The consequences were written in the
blood tragedy of fearful years.

The Democratic Party has often been called upon in a erisis, and it
has never failed to restore the Government to the people when they
became surfeited with misrule and corruption. It was done under
Jefferson, it was done under Jackson, it was done under Cleveland, and
it was done under Wilson. The task now confronting us is to restore
honesty in government; fo preserve the liberties of the people; to safe-
guard equality in all privileges of living; to reestablish the necessity
and responsibility of self-government by the people themselves, These
are the sacred jewels of our heritage, the golden eandlesticks and ves-
gels ensconced in a charter of liberties. Well may we bear that char-
ter aloft as we circle the walls of Jericho. And, like the unholy Jew
who steadied the Ark of the Covenant, all who dare to raise a profane
hand to pollute it should be stricken to earth,

The Demoeratic Party is the only one that has survived throughout
the life of the Nation because it is the only one founded on the ideals
‘of permanent justice and true Americanism. If we could eliminate the
false issues and prejudices so often determinative in a national election,
we would never lose a battle, for a great majority of the American
people in their hearts are Democrats. But somchow they permit the
girens of sordid materialism or the passions of false moral issues to
beclond or beguile their judgment. Just as was dome in 1928 when a
man’s religion and a bogus issue of prohibition elected a President who
never had an honest intention of enforeing the prohibition law, if we are
to judge by & barren record of more than a year in responsibility.

Candidates are as transient as the passing clouds. But the funda-
mentals of our party are as permanent as the gshrines of freedom, as the
love of liberty, or the temporal hope of mankind. We do not have to
win as a matter of temporary political expediency, but we do have to be
true to those ldeals. Let us fight the good fight and keep the faith.
I have confidence in the ultimate untrammeled judgment of the Ameri-
can people. They are now conscious of the false prophecies and be-
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trayals of the unfaithful Republican leaders. The responsibility is soon
to be ours. May we meet it with a leadership worthy the ideals we
profess,
ELECTION TO A COMMITTER
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk the following
privileged resolution and ask its adoption.
The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 207
Resolved, That JouNn M. WoLveErTON, of West Virginia, be, and he Is

hereby, elected a member of the standing Committee of the House on
Military Affairs,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to
the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A further message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its prin-
cipal clerk, announced that the Senate insists upon its amend-
ments to the bill (H. R. 6564) entitled “An act making appro-
priations for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year
ending June 80, 1931, and for other purposes,” disagreed to by
the House; agrees to the conference asked by the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr.
Smoor, Mr. JoNes, Mr. PaHIPPS, Mr. HaArrIs, and Mr. McKELLAR
to be the conferees on the part of the Senate.

BENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following title was taken from the
Speaker’s table and under the rule referred as follows:

8.215. An act to amend section 13 of the act of March 4,
1923, entitled “An act to provide for the elassification of eivilian
positions within the Distriet of Columbia and in the fleld serv-
ices,” as amended by the act of May 28, 1928; to the Committee
on the Civil Service,

BRIDGE ACROSS DETROIT RIVER AT GROSSE 1SLE

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of 8. 4027, to legalize a bridge across
the American channel of the Detroit River leading from the
mainland to Grosse Isle, Mich, and about 16 miles below the
city of Detroit, Mich. This has been favorably reported from
the committee and s on the calendar. It is a free bridge and
is an enrergency matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of 8. 4027. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read th: bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the bridge now being recomnstructed by the
Board of County Road Commissioners of Wayne County, Mich., across
the American channel of the Detroit River, leading from the mainland
to Grosse Isle, Mich., about 16 miles below the ecity of Detroit, Mich.,
if completed in accordance with plans accepted by the Chief of Engi-
neers and the Becretary of War, as providing sultable facilities for
navigation, shall be a lawful structure, and shall be subject to the con-
ditions and lmitations of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con-
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1006.

8ec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and, in accordance with the order
heretofore made (at 4 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m.), the House
adjourned until Monday, April 14, 1930, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Saturday, April 12, 1930, as
rvported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)
For the relief of Frank J. Boudinot (H. R. 5847).
For Monday, April 14, 1930: g
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION—SUBCOMMITTER
ON HOSPITALS
(10 a, m,)
To consider proposals for veterans' hospitals in California and
Washington. -
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COMMITTER ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)

To provide for the expenses of participation by the United
States in the International Conference on Load Lines, London,
England, 1930 (H. J. Res. 297).

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.) -
To amend the national defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended
(H. R. 10478).
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)
To consider private bills.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXI1IV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

404. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting
a report from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examina-
tion of Salmon River, Alaska, with a view to the control of the
floods (H. Doc. No, 346) ; to the Committee on Flood Control
and ordered to be printed with illustrations.

405. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting
a report from the Chief of Engineers on survey of the Escambia
River, Ala. and Fla., with a view to the control of the floods; to
the Committee on Flood Control.

400. A communication from the President of the United States,
transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation pertain-
ing to the legislative establishment under the Architect of the
Capitol for the fiscal year 1931 (H. Doc. No. 343) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

407. A communication from the President of the United States,
transmitting five drafts of proposed legislation affecting exist-
ing appropriations of the War Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1928, 1829, and 1930 (H. Doc. No. 344) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed,

408, A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the George Washington Bicentennial Commission for the
fiscal year 1931, amounting to $148,200 (H. Doec. No. 345) ; to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

409. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year 1931,
amounting to $50,000 (H. Doe. No. 847) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

410. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting the thirteenth annunal report of the Federal Farm Loan
Board for the year ended December 31, 1929 (H, Doe. No. 212) ;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be
printed with accompanying papers and illustrations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Committee on Invalid Pensions.
H. R. 11588, A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
war; without amendment (Rept. No. 1135). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows: -

By Mr. CHALMERS: A bill (H. R. 11575) authorizing the
construction, maintenance, repair, and preservation of certain
public works for the improvement of navigation and the develop-
ment of power on that section of the St. Lawrence River extend-
ing from Lake Ontario to the towns of Ogdensburg, N. Y., and
Prescott, Ontario; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. CLARK of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 11576) to amend
section 6, chapter 389, approved August 24, 1912 (37 Stat. 555;
U. 8. C. title 5, sec. 652), entitled “An act making appropria-
tions for the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes™; to the
Committee on the Civil Service,

By Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 11577) to provide for the
establishment of a braneh home of the National Home for Dis-
abled Volunteer Soldiers in the State of South Carolina; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.
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By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 11578) to restore certain per-
sons to their former rank as officers on the retired list of the
Army ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. KORELL: A bill (H. R. 11579) to provide for the
partial payment of the expenses of foreign delegates to the
Hleventh Annual Convention of the Federation Interalliee Des
Anciens Combattants, to be held in the District of Columbia in
September, 1930; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MAAS: A bill (H. R. 11580) to amend section 1709
of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of March 3,
1911 (36 Stats. 1083), and section 304 of the Budget and Ac-
gcg:]ming Act, 1921 (42 Stats. 24) ; to the Committee on Foreign

alrs,

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 11581) to improve the
efficiency of the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11582) to provide
monuments to mark the birthplaces of deceased Presidents of
the United States; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 11583) for the acguisition
of private lands within the exterior boundaries of the Niobrara
Reservation; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R, 11584) to amend the World
War veterans' act of 1924; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11585) to au-
thorize the President of the United States to lease Muscle
Shoals on certain terms and conditions; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mrs. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 11586) authorizing the Secre-
tary of Agriculture to acquire toll bridges and maintain them
as free bridges, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11587) to
authorize the acquisition of certain land required by the United
States Bureau of Lighthouses; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11588) granting
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children
of soldiers and sailors of said war; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 11589) to provide for the
immediate payment to veterans of the present value of their
adjusted service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. WURZBACH : A bill (H. R. 11590) to amend section
1, act of March 2, 1907 (34 Stat. 1217) ; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOREHEAD : A bill (H. R. 11591) to amend the act
entitled “An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River opposite to or within the corporate limits of
Nebraska City, Nebr,,” approved Juue 4, 1872; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT : A bill (H. R, 11592) providing for
the sale of the remainder of the coal and asphalt deposits in
the segregated mineral land in the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations, Oklahoma, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. ESTERLY : Resolution (H. Res. 206) that the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization is authorized to con-
duct an investigation relative to importation of skilled labor
under the immigration act, 1917 ; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. WATSON : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 300) to permit
the Pennsylvania Gift Fountain Association to erect a foun-
tain in the Distriect of Columbia; to the Committee on the
Library.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and
referred as follows:

By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: Memorial of the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, recommending to
Congress the passage of Hounse bill 2562, providing for increase
in pension for the veterans of the Spanish-American War: to the
Committee on Pensions. .

By Mr. BURDICK : Resolution of the General Assembly of the
State of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, recommend-
ing to Congress the passage of House bill 2526, providing for an
increase of pensions for the veterans of the Spanish-American
War; to the Committee on Pensions,

PRIVATE BILLS.AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:




By Mr. BAIRD: A bill (H. R. 11593) granting an increase of
pension to Lydia Wagner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 11594) to amend an
act for the relief of Augasta Cornog, approved May 29, 1929; to
the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11505) granting an in-
crease of pension to Lizzie Robinson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11596) granting a pension to Charles C.
Pruitt; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11597) granting an increase
of pension to Cynthia E. Oliver; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. CHALMERS: A bill (H. R. 11598) granting an in-
crease of pension to Josephine Powell; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 11599) granting a pension to
‘Wilhelmina Sigrist; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11600) granting a pension to Lida I.
Slevin; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11601) for the relief of William J. Dillon;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. DOMINICK: A bill (H. R. 11602) for the relief of
G. T. Fleming ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11603) for the relief of C. J. Holliday; to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11604) for the relief of J. B. Trotter; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, DOYLE: A bill (H, R. 11605) for the relief of Frank
Bernard Crilly ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 11606) for the relief of
Hdwin L., Menzer; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11607) granting
a pension to Lydia Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAGUARDIA : A bill (H. R. 11608) for the relief of
Jerry HEsposito; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 11609) granting an increase
of pension to Ann Lowmiller; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11610) to extend the benefits of the em-
ployees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Page B.
Myler, a former rural carrier out of East Liverpool, Ohio; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 11611) for the relief of Capt.
George R. Armstrong, United States Army, retired; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 11612) granting a pension to
Edwin H. McSloy; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H, R. 11613) granting an
inerease of pension to Caroline G. Mitechell; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R, 11614) granting an increase
of pension to Tillie E. Shryock; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11615) granting a pen-
sion to William Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 11616) granting a pension to
Della Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

6716. By Mr. BLOOM : Petition of the officers and members
of the Post Office Square Club, urging the passage of the La Fol-
lette-Kendall short Saturday workday bill, 8. 2540, as they feel
that in granting the worker this additional time for a rest and
recreation that his efficiency and productivity are greatly in-
creased; and postal employees who perform arduous service
and are subjected to the inclemencies of the weather should
have the benefit of at least a shorter workday on Saturday in
order to give them an opportunity to rest and return to duty on
Monday morning refreshed and able to perform their work in
such manner as must produce greater efficiency and productiv-
ity; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

6717. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of Common
Council of Kenosha, Wis,, urging the enactment of legislation
to proclaim October 11 of each year as Pulaski memorial day; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

6718. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of many citizens of Los An-
geles County, Calif., favoring Senate bill 1468, to amend the
food and drugs act of June 30, 1906, by extending its provisions
to tobacco and tobacco products; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,
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6719. Also, petition of many citizens of Los Angeles County,
Calif., favoring increased pensions for Spanish War veterans;
to the Committee on Pensions,

6720, By Mr, DEROUEN: Resolution of the common coun-
cil of the city of Merryville, La., memoralizing the Congress of
the United States for the adoption of House Joint Resolution
167, directing the President of the United States to proclaim
October 11 of each year as General Pulaski’s memorial day; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

6721. By Mr. EVANS of California: Petition of A. J. Bell
and approximately 50 others, indorsing an increased rate of
pension for Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee
on Pensions.

6722, By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Rhode
Island State Nurses Association, urging support of Goodwin bill,
House bill 10574 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

6723, Also, petition of Martin W. Law, San Francisco, Calif,,
in support of House bill 7765—Spanish-American War—pay-
ment in lien of transportation in kind; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

6724, Also, petition of Railway Mail Association, Oklahoma
City, Okla., in support of House bills 6603 and 3087; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

6725, Also, petition of George Minchak, Yonkers, N. Y., in
support of Kendall bill providing shorter workday on Saturday
for postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

6726. Also, petition of Joseph Gawler’'s Sons (Inc.), morti-
cians, District of Columbia, urging enactment of legislation to
control sale of narcotics by providing for issuance of specific
prescription blanks by physicians; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

6727. Also, petition of National Association of Retail Grocers,
St. Paul, Minn., in support of House bill 11, Capper-Kelly bill ;
to the Commitiee on Ways and Means,

6728. Also, petition of Southwestern Millers’ League, Kansas
City, Mo., calling attention to importance of retaining amend-
ment No. 1213 on page 476 of the Senate tariff bill; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

6729. Also, petition of Philadelphia Ocean Trafiic Bureau,
protesting against enactment of legislation granting eonsent of
Congress to construct and maintain a bridge across the Dela-
ware River at Wilmington; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

6730. By Mr. HICKEY : Resolution of Warsaw Progress Club,
Warsaw, Ind.,, urging the passage of a law for the Federal
supervision of motion pictures: to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

6731. Also, resolution of the Hast Side Mothers Study Club,
Warsaw, Ind., urging the passage of a law for the Federal
supervision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

6732. Also, resolutions of common council of the city of
South Bend, Ind., memorializing Congress to enact House bill
9143, for the payment in full of the face value of adjusted-
service certificates and memorializing Congress to enact House
Joint Resolution 167, directing the President of the United
States to proclaim October 11 of each year as General Pulaski's
memorial day; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

6733. By Mr. KELLY: Petition of citizens of Allegheny
County, Pa., favoring increased pensions for veterans of
Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pensions,

6734. By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition consisting of individual
letters, registering protests against the Federal education bili,
and contending that education is a local matter, and not for
Government administration, from the following citizens of the
third congressional distriet, Brooklyn, N. Y.: Mary Alstead,
Agnes Bradshaw, Charles Carney, Ellen Connolly, Alice Demp-
sey, Mary Dunlevy, Mrs. M. Fannegan, Johanna Fee, Matthew
Flyn, Frank A. Gilbride, James Guidera, P. J. Gunning, jr.,
Jennie A. Hemian, Mrs, B. Higgins, Thomas P. Higgins, Mary
Howard, Mary E. Keilly, John McDade, Mrs. McDonnell, Mary
McGowan, E. McMahon, David Moss, Joseph Moss, Mary E.
Murphy, Anna O'Connell, Elizabeth Oggari, Catherine Quinlan,
Bridget Reynolds, Mrs. Patrick Ryan, William Shelton, Charles
Slickler, Mrs. 8. Swain, and William E. Trinkleback; to the
Committee on HEducation.

6735. By Mr. MANLOVE : Petition of 33 citizens of Philadel-
phia, I’a,, urging the passage of House bill 8976, for the relief
of veterans and widows and minor orphan children of veterans
of Indian wars; to the Committee on Pensions.

6736. By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of
Berrys Lick, Ky., urging passage of bill to increase pensions
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of men who served In the armed forces of the United States
during the Spanish War period ; to the Committee on Pensions.

6737. By Mr. PITTENGER: Petition of Board of County
Commissioners of St. Louis County, Minn., protesting against
proposed merger of Great Northern and Northern Pacific Rail-
way Cos.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

6738, By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of Mrs. John Ulm, of
Dubuque, Iowa, and many other eitizens in favor of House
bill 2562, providing an increased rate of pension for Spanish-
American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

6739. By Mrs. ROGERS: Petition of John H. Donahue and
other members of the National Soldiers’ Home at Togus, Me,
petitioning Congress for a pension for the veterans of the
World War; to the Committee on Pensions,

6740. By Mr. THATCHER: Petition signed by Eugene M.
Carter and other residents of Jefferson County, Ky., supporting
Spanish War veterans’ legislation; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

6741. By Mr. WALEKER: Petition signed by Mrs. L. L.
Bryant and Mrs. W. B. Poor, of the Danville Union of the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, asking for Federal
superyision of motion pictures requiring higher standards before
produetion which are to be used interstate and internationally ;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

SENATE
Moxvax, April 1}, 1930

The Chaplain, Rev, ZEBarney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

O God, who transeendest all our thoughts of Thee, yet comest
to us in the things that are seen, enable us to realize the pres-
ence of eternity, that we may wisely employ our time ; the near-
ness of Thy judgment, lest we forget what manner of men we
are; the long-suffering of Thy love, lest at thought of Thee we
grow afraid. Bring us from our diverse views into the realm
of the common truth, from the cares of our self-love to the
ardors of self-abnegation, that united to Thee in the funda-
mental law of duty Thy presence may surround our ignorance,
Thy holiness our sin, Thy peace the disquiet of our souls.

Grant this, we beseech Thee, for the sake of Thy Son,
who took upon Him our flesh and suffered death upon the
cross that all mankind should follow the example of His great
humility, Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Tuesday, April 8, 1930, when,
on request of Mr. Fess and by unanimous consent, the further
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed
the following bills of the Senate:

8.3618. An act granting the consent of Congress to rebuild,
reconstruct, maintain, and operate the existing railroad bridge
across the Cumberland River near the town of Burnside, in the
State of Kentucky ;

8.3715. An act authorizing the State Highway Board of
Georgla, in cooperation with the State Highway Department of
South Carolina, the city of Augusta, and Richmond County,
Ga., to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge
across the Savannah River at or near Fifth Street, Augusta,

8. 3745. An act to extend the times for commenelng and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland
River at or near Smithland, Ky.;

8.3747. An act to extend the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River
at or near the mouth of Clarks River;

8. 3820. An act to extend the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of certain bridges in the State of Ten-
nessee; and

S.4027. An act to legalize a bridge across the American Chan-
nel of the Detroit River leading from the mainland to Grosse
Isle, Mich., about 16 miles below the city of Detroit, Mich.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills and joint resolutions, in which it reguested the
concuirence of the Senate:

H. R.1186. An act to amend section 5 of the act of June 27,
1906, conferring authority upon the Secretary of the Interior
to fix the size of farm units on desert-land entries when included
within national reclamation projects;
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H. R. 1601. An act to authorize the Department of Agriculture
to issue two duplicate checks in favor of Utah State treasurer
where the originals have been lost:

H. R. 3246. An act to authorize the sale of the Government
property acquired for a post-office site in Akron, Ohio;

H. R. 4189. An act to add certain lands to the Boise National
Forest;

H. R, 6343. An act to provide for the extension of the bound-
ary limits of the proposed Great Smoky Mountains National
Park, the establishment of which is authorized by the act ap-
proved May 22, 1926 (44 Stats. p. 616) ;

H. R, 9761. An act to authorize the issuance of patents in fee
for Indian homesteads on the Crow Reservation, the Blackfeet
Reservation, and the Fort Belknap Reservation, in the State of
Montana, upon written application therefor;

H. R. 9895. An act to establish the Carlshbad Caverns National
Park in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes;

H. R. 9934, An act providing for the sale of timberland in
four townships in the State of Minnesota ;

H. R. 10017, An act to provide for a survey of the Mouse
gtlver, N. Dak., with a view to the prevention and control of its

oods ;

H. R.10173. Ap act to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture
to conduct investigations of cotton ginning; K

H. R.10248. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River
at or near Moundsville, W. Va.;

H. R.10340. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Arkansas State Highway Commission to construet, maintain,
and operate a free highway bridge across the White River at
or near Calico Rock, Ark.;

H. R.10416. An act to provide better facilities for the en-
forcement of the customs and immigration laws;

H. R, 10461, An act authorizing Royce Kershaw, his heirs,
legal representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge across the Coosa River at or near Gilberts
Ferry, about 8 miles southwest of Gadsden, in Etowah County,
Ala.;

H. R.10474. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Arkanas State Highway Commission to construect, maintain,
and operate a free highway bridge across the White River at
or near Sylamore, Ark,;

H. R.10627. An act to amend the act of February 14, 1920,
authorizing and directing the collection of fees for work done
for the benefit of Indians;

H. R. 10651. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River
at or near Wellsburg, W, Va.;

H. R. 10674. An act authorizing the payment of six months’
death gratuity to beneficiaries of transferred members of the
Fleet Naval Reserve and Fleet Marine Corps Reserve who die
while on active duty;

H. J. Res. 181. Joint resolution to amend a joint resolution
entitled “ Joint resolution giving to discharged soldiers, sailors,
and marines a preferred right of homestead entry,” approved
February 14, 1920, as amended January 21, 1922, and as ex-
tended December 28, 1922; ;

H. J. Res. 188. Joint resolution authorizing the use of tribal
funds belonging to the Yankton Sioux Tribe of Indians in
Soufh Dakota to pay expenses and compensation of the members
of the tribal business committee for services in connection with
their pipestone claim; and

H. J. Res. 244, Joint resolution authorizing the President to
invite the States of the Union and foreign countries to partici-
pate in the Infernational Petroleum Exposition at Tulsa, Okla.,
to be held October 4 to October 11, 1930, inclusive,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills,
and they were signed by the Vice President :

S.2719. An act granting the consent of Congress to the super-
intendent of public works of the State of New York to construct,
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across the Hudson
River at the southerly extremity of the city of Troy;

B.3618. An act granting the consent of Congress to rebuild,
reconstruct, maintain, and operate the existing railroad bridge
across the Cumberland River near the town of Burnside, in the
State of Kentucky;

8.3745. An act to extend the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland
River at or near Smithland, Ky.;

5.3820. An act to extend the times for eommencing and com-
pleting the construction of certain bridges in the State of Ten-
nessee; and
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